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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Hon, Watrer Barry Linpiey has been appointed Judge 
of the County Court Circuit No. 19, in the place of his Honour 
Judge Smyty, K.C., who has been ‘transferred to the courts of 
Bow and Shoreditch. Mr. Lixpxzy, who is the second son of 
Lord Lrxpizy, was called to the bar in 1887, and has practised 
in the Chancery Division. 





WE Dm injustice to the diligence of the learned judges of 
the Supreme Court in suggesting, some little time ago, that the 
result of the holiday on Coronation Day would, in all probability, 
be that the Long Vacation would practically commence on that 
day. Both divisions of the Court of Appeal and all the judges 
of the Chancery Division, except Mr. Ta ustice Kexewich, sat on 
Monday and Tuesday last; six judges of the King’s Bench 
Division appeared on Monday, and five on Tuesday. One half— 
and a very efficient half—of the bench of the "Probate, &e., 
Division, transacted business on both days; the other half 
being, it was understood, engaged in making absolute a decree 
nisi for pre-vacation separation of himself from the courts. 





Tue Lorp CHANcELLOR has introduced in the House of Lords 
a Bill which is intended to enable the Court of Appeal to deal 
with its heavy load of arrears, and which, before the adjourn- 
ment, passed through all its stages in that ‘House. It is note- 
worthy that it does not renew the attempt made in the Bill of 
last year to prevent the accumulation of arrears by reli 
the Court of Appeal of a part of its work. It was then 
that certain classes of appeals, including those from a judge in 
the King’s Bench Division sitting in chambers, and appeals 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, should lie to the 
High Court instead of to the Court of Appeal ; that where a 
Divisional Court consisted of not less than three judges no 
appeal should lie from it except by leave, and then to 
the House of Lords ; and that in the case of appeals under the 
Workmen's Compensation Act the decision of the High Court 
should be final. This last proposal was naturally not received 
with any pee favour, for the decisions upon that Act in the 
House of Lords have had a very important effect in broadening 
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the construction adopted inthe inferior courts, and no surprise 
will be felt that the Lord Chancellor bas not renewed it. The 
other proposals also were open to objection in that they tended 
to revive the importance of Divisional Courts in the King’s Bench 
Division, whereas the tendency of recent legislation and opinion 
has been to restrict their scope. It is preferable that judges in 
that division, just as in the Chancery Division, should accept 
undivided responsibility for their work, and that when the 
correctness of their decisions is impugned, this should be in the 
Court of Appeal. 





Tue Present Bill, accordingly, omits proposals which were 
obviously open to debate, and restricts itself to a single 
— enabling the Court of Appeal to sit in three divisions. 

nder section 12 of the Judicature Act, 1875, final appeals must 
be heard by three judges, and interlocutory appeals by two 
judges, and subject to this the Court of Appeal may sit in two 
divisions at the same time. It is now proposed that in this 
section the word “‘ three ” shall be substituted for the word “‘ two.” 
The proposal in itself deserves nothing but praise. If, as 
the state of the cause lists testifies, the work has been 
too heavy for the present Appeal Courts to overtake, 
the establishment of a third court is an obvious 
solution of the difficulty. The only defect in the Lord 

s scheme—and it is fatal—is that he makes no 
provision for manning the third court. Theoretically it is 
possible to bring in the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 
Justice, and the President of the Probate Division, and under 
the Judicature Act, 1891, ex-Lord Chancellors, when there are 
any, can sit in the Court of Appeal. But Lord Hatssvury has 
has not seen his way—in spite of the newspapers—to assist his 
Bill by placing himself in this last category, and for purposes of 
continuous work it is out of the question to constitute a tnird 
branch of the Court of Appeal out of the existing material. 
Unless, therefore, the Lord Chancellor is prepared to supple- 
ment his Bill in this respect, we fear it will, if it passes, be as 
much of a failure as the Judicature Act, 1899, which was 
intended to expedite the work of the Court of Appeal by enabling 
two judges by consent to hear appeals. 





Ir was foreseen, when the original arra ents for the 
Coronation fell through, that litigation would arise over the 
hire of seats and rooms for viewing the processions. One such 
case— Krell vy. Henry ( Times, 12th inst.)—has been already heard 
in the — Court and has been decided by Dania, J., in 
favour of the hirer. The defendant had to hire from 
the plaintiff certain rooms in Pall Mall on the 26th and 27th of 
June for the purpose of viewing the processions. The price was 
to be £75, of which £25 was paid as a deposit at the time of 
the ent. The plaintiff sued to recover the balance of 
£50, and the defendant counterclaimed for the £25 on the 

d that there had been a total failure of consideration. 
aztec, J., held that the principle of Taylor v. Caldwell 
(11 W. BR. 726; 3 B. & 8S. 826) was applicable, and that 
the agreement was subject to an implied condition that 
the processions should take place. Hence he decided for 
the defendant on both claim and counterclaim. With 
deference, we should submit that this is a great extension 
of —— was decided in Taylor v. Caldwell. There 
the had agreed to let the plaintiff have the 
use of a building on certain days for the of giving 
concerts. Before the first of the days arrived, the building was 
ery eg fire without the fault of the defendants. It was 
held as a general rule impossibility of performance 
is no excuse a breach of contract, yet it was otherwise 
where it was an implied condition that some particular thing 
should continue to exist, and on this ground the defendants 
were excused. “ Where,” said Bracxeves, J., in delivering the 
a oe court, Foe nap my owhed the contract it 
€ parties must from inning have known 

it could not be fulfilled unless, when the on tee the fulfil- 
ment of the contract arrived, some particular specified thing 
eontinued to exist, #0 that when entering into the contract they 
must have ontemplated such continued existence as the founda- 
tion of what was tw be done, 
or imuplied warranty that the thing shall exist, the contract is 





not to be considered a positive contract, but subject to the 
implied condition that the parties shall be excused in cag 
before breach, performance becomes impossible from the perish. 


ing of the thing without default of the contractor.” 





In TERMs this dictum from Zaylor v. Caldwell does not apply ty 
the letting of rooms for the Coronation; the specific thing 
which was the subject of the letting continued to exist; and t 
make that authority applicable it was necessary to find init 
some wider principle: This Daria, J., saw in the further 
observation of Buacksurn, J., that the implication whid 
he made in the case before him tended ‘“‘to further the 

eat object of making the legal construction such as t 
fulfil the intention of those who entered into the contract; 
for in the course of affairs men in making such contracts in 
general would, if it were brought to their minds, say that ther 
should be such a condition.” Mr. Justice Dartine considered 
that by these words he was justified in going beyond the cas 
which gave rise to them—namely, the destruction of the subjest 
matter of the contract, and in speculating upon what would have 
been the contract in the present case had the possibility of the pro- 
cessions being abandoned been expressly brought home to the 
parties; and he held that the parties would have said that the 
contract was subject to the condition that the processions took 

lace. It may be ae. however, that this is a somewhat 
old assumption to make. The owner of rooms may be bre 
enough to take therisk of the rooms being burnt down, but theri 
of a procession going off is another matter. Ifthe point had been 
discussed between the parties, it is quite possible that the 
plaintiff would have refused to enter into a conditional contract, 
and would have preferred to wait for another hirer to bid for 
the rooms. Moreover, it is known that very various contracts 
were made in respect of the letting of Coronation seats, and it 
is not clear that any particular condition can, with sufficient 
certainty, be implied where the contract is silent. We quite 
admit that the question is one of considerable difficulty, but we 
are not at all sure that it is safe to detach the judgment ol 
Buacxsury, J., in Zaylor v. Caldwell from the particular facts of 
the case, and make it an excuse for importing into a contract 
an implied condition of so very different a nature. 


THE DIFFICULTY in the way of a corporation making an 
affidavit was the foundation of the argument in Borough of 
Southwark v. Provident Clerks’? Association which came before 
Bicuam, J., last week. A special case had been stated 
for the opinion of the court raising a point of law upon the 
construction of a policy, issued by the defendants, guarantee 
ing the Vestry of St. Mary, Newington, against loss to the extent 
ot £1,000 which might be sustained through the criminal fraud 
or dishonesty of their clerk. The policy provided that the 
amount should be paid within three months after proof of the 
loss had been given to the satisfaction of the directors of the 
defendant association, and if the association required it, the 
vestry, as employers of the clerk, had to make an affidavit or 
statutory declaration that the amount had been lost by criminal 
fraud or dishonesty on his part. The property and liabilities 
of the vestry had been transferred to the Borough of Southwark, 
the plaintiffs, who made a claim under the policy for loss sus 
tained through the criminal fraud or dishonesty of a clerk 
The defendants then required the plaintiffs to make the affidavit 
stipulated for in the policy, but this they refused to do, com 
tending (so far as we understand the report in the newspapers) 
that the condition could not apply to them, inasmuch 4s 
corporation cannot make an affidavit. When it was suggestel 
that the clerk of the borough council could make an affidavit 
that to the best of his information and beligf the conditions of 
the contract had been fulfilled, it was replied that the clerk had 
no information op the subject. If we turn to the authorities 
affidavits in actions by corporations, we find that in Zhe Bank 
Montreal v. Cameron (2 Q. B. D. 536), where an action wa | 
brought by an i ted company, an application for judg | 
ment under order 14 was rejected on the ground that the 
required the plaintiff to an affidavit ; that a corporation 


then, in the absence of any express | could not make an affidavit, and that an affidavit by their offlos 
was not sufficient, This decision—a 


rather severe interpr 
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of order 14—led to an amendment of the rule. There was 
no reason on principle, as was shewn by the language 
of other rules, why the officer of a corporation should not c) 
the affidavit on their behalf. In the present case the contract 
was made with a corporation, and the reasonable construction 
of the condition would appear to be that someone must make an 
affidavit on behalf of the corporation. Where discovery has to be 
obtained from a corporation under ord. 31, r. 5, interrogatories 
may be delivered to the officer of a corporation party to the 
action, and in the recent case of Welsbach Incandescent Gas 
Lighting Co. v. New Sunlight Incandescent Co. (1901, 2 Ch. 1), it 
was assumed that the officers of the company must not only 
answer from their personal knowledge, but must get such 
information as they could from other servants of the company 
who had conducted the transaction in question. The learned 
judge in the recent case seemed to think that the point taken by 
the borough council was wholly untenable, and that an affidavit 
sufficient to satisfy the insurance company could easily have 
been framed. No attempt having been made to prepare any 
such affidavit, he gave judgment on the point of ee for the 
defendants, with costs. 


Ir 1s not a little singular that in Gresham Life Assurance 
Society v. Bishop (1902, A. O. 287), in which the House of Lords 
have reversed the decision of the Court of Appeal (1901, 1 K. B. 
153), each tribunal should have been unanimous in the view which 
ittook of the point at issue. When three judges like the late 
and present Masters of the Rolls, and Srratine, L.J., agree upon 
one construction of a statute as applied to a specific state of facts, 
and five judges in the House of Lords, including the Lord Chan- 
cellor and Lords Maonacuren and Linp.ey, are equally in agree- 
ment on the opposite side, it is difficult to resist the conclusion that 
judgments are influenced by the prevalent atmosphere of the 
tribunal as well as by pure reasoning. Under Schedule D 
of the Income Tax Act, 1853, taken with the relevant 
provisions in the Act of 1842, the rule has been established 
that, in making out an income tax return, all interest 
received must be returned as a separate item, and is 
subject to be separately taxed, either by direct assessment 
or by deduction at the source, without regard to the 
balance, whether of profit or loss, appearing on the ordinary 
revenue account : see Clerical, §c., Life Assurance Society v. Carter 
(37 W. R, 346, 22 Q. B. D. 444). This rule, however, so far as 
it depends on the Act of 1853, only applies to interest on securi- 
ties in this country. In respect of interest on foreign securities 

rovision for separate assessment is specifically made by the 
ourth case to Schedule D in the Act of 1842, but 
it is provided that the assessment shall only be made on 
the amount of the interest on the foreign securities ‘‘ received in 
Great Britain.” In the present case the question was as to the 
effect of these words. The Gresham society had investments 
abroad on which it received interest by its agents abroad. Some 
of this was remitted here, and was admittedly subject 
to taxation. The rest was applied abroad for the purposes 
of the society, either by re-investment in foreign securities 
or for meeting current charges. But the whole was included 
in the revenue accounts in this country for the purpose of 
ascertaining the credit balance on the society’s current business. 
The Court of Appeal held that this bringing of the interest into 
account in order to shew the general financial state of the society 
amounted in effect to a receipt in this country so as to render 
the entire amount of interest subject to separate assessment. 
Apparently the error in this conclusion consisted in treating 
the society’s revenue account, prepared for its own purposes, 
and shewing the state of its business both here and abroad, 
as relevant to a question of income tax assessment in this 
country. In the House of Lords a stricter construction has been 
ut upon the words of the statute. It is not sufficient that the 
oreign interest is used abroad in paying which would 
otherwise have to be met by remittance from this country; or 
in other words, that the foreign interest goes indirectly to swoll 
the amount of profit available here for division among the 
shareholders, In order to render the interest subject to taxa- 
tion there must be an actual remittance of it to this ne 
there is no actual remittance if it is in fact ded a , 
notwithstanding that, like all other items 


to the 





society’s business, it is brought into account in the profit and 
loss statement prepared at the head office. 





A question often arises in practice as to the circumstances 
under which the court will order the distribution of a fund on 
the presumption that a woman will die without issue. As a 
eral rule, such an order will not be made unless the woman 
is at least fifty years of age; indeed, in Groves v. Groves (9 L. T. 
Rep. a Woop, V.C., went so far as to say that this was a 
settled rule of court, and consequently refused to make an order, 
though the woman was forty-nine, married, and had had no 
children for over twenty years, and there was also medical 
evidence to the effect that she was physically past child-bearing. 
This dictwm was not followed in at least two later cases: Ze 
Summer (22 W. R. 639) and Re Millner (L. R. 14 Eq. 245). 
In the former case the woman was forty-seven years old, and 
had had six children, but none within the last seventeen years, 
and there was evidence that she had for fourteen years suffered 
from a disease which rendered child-bearing improbable, if not 
impossible, 2e Millner was a case of a woman who had been 
married for twenty-six years, had had no children, and was then 
aged forty-nine years and nine months. In both these cases an 
order was made for distribution. On the other hand, an order 
was refused in Conduitt v. Soane (19 W. R. 817) at the age of 
fifty-two, and alsoin Croxton v. May (39 L. T. Rep. 461) at the age 
of fifty-four and a-half, the lady having no children, ut havi 
been married only three years. Though the court will in gen 
make the order in the case of a woman of fifty, especially 
if she is a spinster (Re Widdows, L. R. 11 Eq. “ there is 
yet no absolute presumption that a woman is incapable of child- 
bearing at that age, and it is stated as a fact in Oo. Litt. 403, 
that a woman had issue at the age of sixty. This being so, the 
order has been made in several cases subject to the recognizances 
of the beneficiaries to refund should the presumption turn out 
to be unfounded: see Fraser v. Fraser (Jac. 586n) and Leng v. 
Hodges (Jac. 585). In other cases a personal undertaking has 
been accepted in lieu of recognizances: Davis v. Bush (8 Jur. 
1lln). The dictum of Vice-Chancellor Woop in Groves v. Groves 
is supported by the decision in Re Overhill (17 Jur. 342), where 
an order was refused at the of forty-nine. The result of 
the decisions appears to be that fifty years is the usual limit, with 
occasional variations on one side or the other, depending on the 
circumstances of each particular case, with especial reference to 
the medical evidence. We may add that no presumption arises 
in the case of a man, even at the age of eighty (Zrevor v. Trevor, 
2 My. & K. 677), or of ninety-five ( ington v. Boldero, 15 
Beay. 1). 





WE HAD occasion some time to observe that the practice 
as to damages in actions of tort by which a lump sum of money 
is awarded to the plaintiff, instead of an annuity or ent by 
instalments, is open to grave objections. The parties to these 
actions are often in circumstances, and while it may 
seriously cripple a defendant to require him to raise a large sum 
of money at once, there is great risk that when it is paid to a 
litigant whose expenditure has hitherto been kept within the 
narrowest limits, he may be led into senseless extravagance. At 
the trial of an indictment for murder some time ago it appeared 
that the prisoner, a young man, had, after recovering a | 
sum of money as compensation for injury which he had sustained, 
became a hopeless drunkard, and had led a life of violence and 
debauchery until he was arrested for the crime of which he was 

uilty. In an action tried last week at the Assizes 
it appeared that a widow who had received £200 in settlement 
of a claim under Lord Campbell’s Act gave way to intemperance, 
lived in an extravagant manner, and neglected and defrauded 
her children. We are aware that there are some difficulties in 
the way of an amendment of the law, but we submit that the 
subject is one worthy of the attention of the 
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PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE GOVERNING THE 
ASSIGNMENT OF DIVIDENDS IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Tue right to a dividend upon a proof admitted by the trustee 
in bankruptcy of a bankrupt is a chose in action, and undoubtedly 
assignable just as any other chose in action, whether by 
operation of law or by express contract, and the assignee of 
such dividend undoubtedly at common law becomes a creditor 
of the bankrupt and entitled to payment of such dividend 
upon producing proof of the assignment. But of course 
the assignment must, like that of any other chose in 
action, be an absolute assignment and completed by notice 
to the proper person in accordance with the provisions 
of section 25 of the Judicature Act, 1873. In the case of the 
assignment of a dividend, it is a sufficient notice in compliance 
with the Act if notice is given to the trustee in bankruptey of 
the debtor, whether he be a creditor’s trustee or the official 
receiver by virtue of the statute. If the original creditor has 
assigned his debt before bankruptcy, or before proving in the 
bankruptcy, or even possibly before his proof is admitted, no 
real difficulty arises in the assignee obtaining the dividends 
payable in respect of the debt. In such a case the original 
creditor is not a “creditor who has proved his debt” within 
section 58 (1) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, because that 
section (which deals with creditors to whom the trustee shall 
pay dividends) clearly contemplates that such creditors 
shall not only have sent in their proofs but have aleo 
“proved ” their debts and had their proofs admitted in accord- 
ance with the machinery of the Act provided by Schedule II. 
thereof. If the original creditor assigns before proof the 
assignee’s course is simple. He will at once put in a proof asa 
creditor, and prove the debt and assignment in the ordinary 
way. Ifthe principal creditor has sent in a proof already, he 
can withdraw it at any time before it has been dealt with by the 
trustee, or the trustee would possibly, on proof by the assignee 
of the assignment, reject the original creditor’s proof and admit 
the proof of the assignee. The decisive point is when the 
trustee admits and jis the proof. The moment the proof of the 
original creditor gets upon the file different considerations apply, 
as will be seen later. An assignee, therefore, should, even if he 
takes his assignment before the admission of the creditor’s proof, 
inquire if the creditor has sent in a proof, and either get him to 
withdraw it, or insert an authority in the assignment to the 
— an L _ his behalf. Otherwise the trustee 
possibly e difficulties and perhaps insist on taking the 
directions of the court. siete Ses 
But although there is little or no difficulty in an assignee 
before proof obtaining his dividends, different considerations 
altogether arise when the assignment is after proof made by the 
original creditor and admitted and put on the file by the 
trustee. Because, although the assignee is a creditor by virtue 
of the assignment, he is not a creditor within the meaning 
of section 58 of the Bankruptcy Act, 188%. Sub-section 1 of 
that section determines the class of persons to whom the trustee 
is empowered to pay dividends: “the trustee shall . 
declare and distribute dividends amongst the creditors who 
have proved their debts.” Now, the words ‘‘ creditors who have 
oved their debts” was considered in the case of Re Frost 
47 W. RB. 512; 1899, 2 Q. B. 50), where an assignee after 
proof by the original creditor appealed against the refusal of a 
trustee to pay to him dividends which had been declared and 
were payable in respect of the debt assigned. In that case the 
court, after an exhaustive consideration of the rules and forms 
which constitute the machinery for the payment and receipt of 
dividends and audit of the trustees’ accounts, decided that the 
words of section 55 (1) limited the right to receive dividends to 
* exeditors who have proved their debts” by and in accordance 
with the machinery of the Bankruptcy Act. Therefore an 
py ny oe no right to demand from the trustee payment 
of the dividends due on a proved debt assigned to him. But 
it was pointed out in Frost that there are possibly 
two ways in which an assignee may get such dividends. He 
may either, if he can, induce the assignor to sign the 
authority prescribed by Vorm 126, which a creditor can give 


the person who has assigned to him. Now, on looking at th 
terms of the recognized authority (Form 122) and of the notig 
of dividend with which it is sent, it is evident that it is only 
meant to cover the case of authority to receive a cheque paya 
to the order of the creditor who has proved. This of itself, thers. 
fore, would not be sufficient to put the assignee in actual 
possession of the dividends, as the assignor’s indorsement upon 
the cheque would still be necessary. ndoubtedly, therefore, 
the really practical thing for the assignee of a proved debt to do 
is to insert in the assignment a covenant by the assignor to do 
all things and execute all such documents and assurances as ma) 
be necessary or may reasonably be required in order to ena 
the assignee to receive the dividends, or even a power of 
attorney to that effect. If no such authority is given, then the 
assignee must go to the trouble and expense of getting his own 
proof substituted for that of the assignor. The proper pro. 
cedure for him to follow in order.to do this was laid down 
by the Divisional Court in Re lif (ante, p. 701). He ought 
in the first place to apply to the trustee or official receiver, as 
the case may be, to substitute a proof, which he should tender 
for the proof of the assignor. But when once a proof has been 
filed—and every admitted proof is filed (Bankruptcy General 
Rules, 225, 2254)—it can only be removed under an order 
of the court. 
sidered that the assignee was wrong in applying to the court 
to make the order, because the court had nothing to do with it, 
and the admission or rejection of a proof was the busines 
of the trustee. But the judge overlooked the fact that 
there is no power for the trustee to alter the file without an 
order of the court. The Divisional Court has now clearly 
intimated that in these cases the assignee ought to make 
the application to the court himself, after giving the trustee an 
opportunity of testing the bona fides of the assignment so that he 
may be in a position to report to the court upon it. 

And here we come to another aspect of the subject. For it is 
not merely the assignment that the court will look at. On the 
face of it, the assignment may be perfectly in order. But it is 
no uncommon thing for a sharp-witted person with special know. 
ledge of the fact that the assets, owing to some unexpected 
windfall, such as a legacy, will pay a much larger dividend 
than was expected, to go round among the creditors and buy 
up the debts for a mere song, often by representations 
which amount to deceit. In such cases it is the duty 
of the trustee to satisfy himself that the creditors when 
they assigned their debts were not tricked into doing s0, 
Of course it is not from any point of view desirable that the 
assignability of dividends should be restricted. It may often be 
of the utmost importance to a creditor to get an immediate cash 
payment of even a very small sum rather than wait a consider- 
able time for the payment of a possibly much larger sum in 
dividends. 
against being tricked out of getting good dividends by the 
astuteness of some person who has acquired special knowledge 
of the bankrupt’s altairs, probably by an abuse of his position 


.| as confidential clerk or adviser, or in some other way. 


In Re Frost Mr. Justice Wnicur seemed to think that con- 
siderations affecting the bankrupt’s discharge might affect 
the alienability of dividends. It is difficult to se 
how this could be so unless some person were acting for 
the bankrupt and buying up the debts with moneys which the 
bankrupt had kept back from his creditors. Probably the 
learned judge had in his mind cases such as Re Burnett (1 
Manson 97), in which it was held that a third person by a 
up the debts of the bankrupt fora sum equal to 7s, 6d. in the 
could not enable the bankrupt, on applying for his discharge, to 
escape those penalties imposed by the statute upon debtors whose 
assets were not sufficient to pay that sum. But it is difficult to 
see how this could affect the assignments, They would be good 
whatever the motive or ulterior object with which they were 
taken. A person who bought up the debts in this way would 
still be entitled to receive the dividends instead of the assignor 
upon adopting the procedure already pointed out. 

Dividends are very frequently the subject of assignment snd 
the declaration by the court in Re Iliff as to the proper practice 
in such cases will therefore prove of considerable practical 





to his iawn to receive a cheque for the dividends, or he 
rust ly t have his own proof substituted for the proof of 





utility. 





In Re Iliff the county court jadge con 


On the other hand, creditors ought to be protected | 
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at the south wing and of the further extension of the building which took 
> notios THE NEW BUILDING OF THE INCORPORATED | place in the year 1870. The society had all been steadily acquiring 
is onl LAW SOCIETY. epg ey at a cost, between 1864 and 1872, of just — 
aya Ar length the site at the corner of Chancery-lane and Carey-street | £20,000. _ Between 1869 and 1872—the additions, which include 
there. for the extension of the Law Society’s has been cleared, and | the examination hall and the portion beneath, were completed in 
- actual the work of putting in the foundations has been commenced, 80 1870 — £22,473 was paid to architects and builders, and in 
that in the course of another eighteen months the building will cover the last-named year, 1872, the society’s loan account reached 
at upon S £47,250. Thi reduced from time to 
; the entire space extending from the premises of the Law Fire |® ™#ximum of £47,250. ie Per — S 
eretore, Insurance Society in Chancery-lane on the a time until the Council had the satisfaction of informing the 
b y ry one hand and Bell-yard i it ¢ 
t to do on the other, to the south side of Carey-street. members in the year 1900 that it had been entirely > 
r to do It is just seventy years since the first part of the building—that | The fact that the society’s long standing debt had been , 
as may behind the Ionic portico facing the Record Office—was completed. coupled with the insu ney of the accommodation for the officers 
enable This, the central portion of the present structure, remains sub- | 24 staff of the society, determined the Council to take in the 
wer of stantially unaltered, and comprises the principal entrarce in site abutting on Carey-street, which was the property of the society, 
en. the Chancery-lane with the portion directly at the rear, including the | but was still in occupation as shops and dwelling-houses. As long 
sie a reading ball, the cashier's office, and the committee clerks’ room, | 98° ®8 1881 plans were prepared with this object, and again in 
: Wi which latter formed the coffee room as the building was originally 1894 by Messrs. SatreR & ApAms, but it has been reserved for 
T pt planned. It should be borne in mind that the object for which the | Mr. H. Pxnoy Apams, F.R.LB.A., the active partner in that 
| down society was formed in the first instance was the provision of a hall to be | {tm, to complete those plans and to carry the extension into 
ought used as ‘an exchange to be open to attorneys, solicitors, proctors, and actual effect! in accordance with the resolution passed at a special 
ver, ag such principal officers, at all hours of the day; but some particular | S°Deral meeting of the society in November last, when power was 
tender hour to be fixed as the. general time for assembling ; to be furnished | 8iven to the Council to borrow a sum not exceeding £45,000 for the 
s been with desks or inclosed tables running on each side of the room for a gr It is estimated that the cost, including decoration and 
ional the whole length of it, affording similar accommodation to those in | !#ying on hot and cold water, will be something under £35,000, and 
order Lloyd’s Coffee House.” It was further proposed to attach to the that the cost of heating and electric installation will run to some- 
} _ exchange “an ante-room for the articled and managing clerks of thing over £2,000. Then there will be the farniture of the new 
= members, and also for other persons (not in the profession) who | Toms to pay for and the expense of fitting up the present coffee-room 
) court might have occasion to call on the members at the institution.” The | % the general office, and some other outgoings; so that the total 
rith it, plan was, however, never carried into practice. There was, in those expecditure will probably be about £40,000. The estimated value 
1siness early days, no Bell-yard entrance, the second entrance to the|0f the society's present building and contents is £169,000, and 
t that building being from Pope’s Head-court, the site of which has the new extension and its contents will bring up that value to 
yut an long since been covered by the first extension of the hall, which £200,000. 
slearly included, amongst other additions, the present council room. Up to the THE EXxrTERior. 
make date of that «xtension—namely, 1857—there was no council room| It was to a certain extent misfortune that the Law Society’s 
too an proper, but there exists among the archives of the society an old | building was erected at a time when Grecian art—‘‘done to order” 
sat Si plan which shews a “‘ parlour,” and in this parlour it is probable the | —was the rage. Consequently, Lewis VuLtiamy, the society’s * 
old committee of management, which had not yet attained to the | architect, in designing one of the finest buildings in London of its 
: dignity of a council, met. On the first floor of the original portion | style, gave us, perforce, huge Ionic columns surmounted by the 
r it is was the library, still remaining as the central portion of the | classic pediment, and flanked by the correct, great plain windows, 
in the existing library, a small ante-library, and arbitration rooms, making it necessary that the erection should be of two storeys, and 
it i It may be noted in passing that the cost of the original site was | the rooms within of a loftiness which, useful enough in the case of 
radii £17,225, and that amongst the houses demolished was one in Pope’s | the reading room and library, was very wasteful in the matter of 
nected Head-court which had at some bygone period been occupied as the | space where offices and the smaller rooms were concerned. Grecian, 
‘dend Crown and Rolls Tavern and Coffee House and subsequently by Sir | however, having been selected, there was, of course, no option but 
ib Joun SILVESTER, Recorder of London. The design was the outcome | that the later additions to the building should be in the same style. 
buy of an advertisement offering a premium of 100 guineas for the best | Happily, as we think will be generally admitted, Mr. ApDAms, 
ations aod 50 guineas for the second best, Mr. Lewis VuLiiaMy being|in the new extension, has overcome the difficulties of the 
duty the successful competitor. Although the original building was not | style with singular felicity, i 
when fiuished until July, 1832, the operations been carried so far | —as was imperative—a 
5 80, forward that the society’s fifth annual general meeting was held in | as great an air of lightness and ornament as the 
t the the new hall in June, 1831. The building was erected at a cost of | was iarly difficult to make the addition to the ol 
oat £33,213, and the fixtures and furniture ran into an additional | much as it was necessary to follow nye ge 
— expenditure of £3,277, so that the entire sum necessary—which was | symmetrical lines of the original plea in which the portwo should 
‘de raised by shares—was £53,715. form the centre, with wings of equal size on either side. To get over . 
sider- The capital raised in the first instance, somewhere between 1825 | the very obvious difficulty, Mr. ADaMs has designed the new portion 
im in and 1827, for the formation of a society to be called the “‘ Law | to be of practically the i Law Fire Office on the 
ected Institution,” was £50,000 in £25 shares. This amount was after- | other side, and the one erection will, as it were, balance the other. 
- the wards largely increased. That it was not a mere commercial specula- | The new erection will be of the very best materials. It will be 
ledge tion may be gathered from the fact that no member was permitted to | built solid of Portland stone, thus harmonizing with the elevation 
‘tion hold more than twenty shares, and this was further evidenced by the | facing Chancery-lane. The spectator, therefore, standing in 
way fact that when a general meeting was held in 1842 with the object of | Chancery-lane opposite the Union Bank, will see only that portion 
: getting rid of the joint stock element, which was found not to work | which has been built in the nobler material, the bauk cutting off the 
ee satisfactorily, the members voluntarily surrendered their shares, those | view of the examination hall in Carey-street, which, with 
{ect which had passed to the representatives of deceased members being | the part fronting on Bell-yard, was carried out in stucco. 
gee acquired by purchase. The property of the society was then| The dominant feature of the addition is the two great windows, 
for conveyed to trustees, and a new charter was obtained, the constitution | facing respectively Chancery-lane and a in the centre of 
the being remodelled “ upon the principle of other } peg ney literary, | each facade. They are circular-headed with graceful Ionic columns 
- the and scientific bodies.” This was in 1845, and at that date the old | and pilasters on each side, and rise above other circular-headed 
Ht (1 | sane ge of management was reconstructed under the name of the | windows in the basement. These great windows are of bold desiga 
yi andl. and of a much more architectural character, so far as detail is con- 
* The ori structure has been altered and added to at various | cerned, than any part of the existing building, and additional effect 
dates. portunity offered, the society acquired adjoining | is given to them by the severely plain walls in which they form the 
a, to property, until, in 1849, they were able to build out the present n main openings. The scheme of the elevation is to express the plan 
hose wing, and so to considerably enlarge the library, whilst the lower | of the new building so that from the outside it is apparent that the 
It to portion became the club strangers’ room. The £5,735, which was | key of the whole addition is the members’ common room. This 
ood the cost of the site, was defrayed out of savings of income. In 1857 | end has been most satisfactorily , despite the the 
vere the growing needs of the society were met by the erection of the | architect has had to face in following the lines of vy cornice 
vuld south wing, which enabled the library to be yet further extended iu | of theolder structure. It was necessary to continue this around the 
o that direction, whilst the ground floor was utilized for the council | new building, but it was also necessary to break it some- 
room and secretary’s room on the Bell-yard side, the general office | where, and this the architect has accompli by recessing the 
on the Chancery-lane side, and the roll room between. The site | building above the ground floor as the of the common room is 
and cost £12,425, but a part was sold to the Law Fire Insurance Com- | reached. On either side of the central windows are small rectangular 
tive pany for £6,700. Ofthe purchase-money £2,425 waa provided out of | windows lighting recesses in the common room which are to be used 
ical savings of income and £10,000 was raised by martgege os Noe ares for reading and writiog and will contain the req furniture ; 
building, The late Mr, Puriie HARDWICK was the architect of the | other windows in the Carey-street facade are introduced for a like 
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urpose. Immediately beneath the large windows are again round- 

Sebel windows with i , and the spandrels decorated with 
figura subjects carved in the stone. These light the members’ 
refreshment room, of which they form a main feature. 

Above the new portion rises the attic storey. This is carried to 
the same height as the Law Fire Assurance Office, which flanks the 
south wing of the Law Institution just as the addition flanks the 
north wing. A very harmonious and well-balanced effect is thereby 
produced. It is not, however, a merely ornamental structure, built 
simply for the sake of the elevation, but the rooms within serve a 
very useful purpose, as will presently be seen. The upper portion is 
set back ten or twelve feet all round, so that the summit only is 
visible from the street. 

THE INTERIOR. 


According to present intentions—and it must be borne in mind that 
the details of the plans are by no means absolutely settled, but are 
et liable to alteration—the principal feature of the interior will be a 
arge common room, open to members, with tables for writing and 
so on, and its recesses furnished with law-books, accommodation for 
10,000 or 12,000 volumes at least being provided. This will be a very 
magnificent apartment, ninety-one feet in length, and varying by thirty- 
five to upwards of forty-five feet in breadth, with a height of about 
twenty-three feet. Pilasters of dark-veined cream Pavonazzo marble— 
iffering in this respect from the older portion, where the columns are 
y scagliola—surmounted by bronze capitals of the Corinthian 

will extend round the room, and isolated columns of similar 

ign will support the central portion, which forms a coved ceiling 
considerably more elevated than the other parts of the room, its height 
ing nearly twenty-four feet. Above the pilasters there will be a 
very heavily enriched and moulded cornice. Within, as without, the 
great windows will form a chief feature. The exterior pilasters 

be repeated inside, but in mahogany, with which the whole room 

is panelled to the height of fourteen feet. The very finest Honduras 
has been selected for this purpose, and in the case of 
which are so large that it would be next to impossible 
Honduras of sufficient size, the best quality of 
mahogany will be employed. At the windows the 
panelling is carried to a greater height, and is more elaborately 
carved, foliage is introduced, and there are to be seated figures on 
either side. fty central portion, supported by noble columns, 
and the boldly-desigaed bays at the further end, produce a very fine 
effect. The site is not square, but widens as it approaches Bell-yard, 
and the bays are a bappy device of the architect for overcoming the 
difficulty raised thereby. The central feature of the walls facing the 
two principal windows is to be found in the very handsome chimney- 
pieces, which are directly opposite. The woodwork will be in 
character with the gen design, the overmantel being elaborately 
d, whilst the mner portion will be of Irish green marble. It 

is desired to make these chimney-pieces as architecturally effective as 
the very fine examples in the present library, which are particularly 
successful. On the mah ae > Se So been 
designed, which will afford a splendid opportunity for decoration, 
it is to be hoped that at some time or another this may be 
ornamented with a series of figure subjects illustrating some events of 
. Carried out by an artist of repute, this would add 

of an already admirable design, and the room 

any similar structure in the metropolis. The 


procure 


with nothing more ambitious than fiat tints, 
work i ents picked out. 
teak, which na y is much more sub- | 


ueting, and of a simple geometrical design. 


that is to say, the floor on « level with the street, | the view a ig 


measure to the purpose of refreshment 

of members erally. 
the angie formed by Chancery-lane and Carey- | 
g in the rear. One will measure 55 it 


» lift in direct communicstion with the kitchen. 
will probably be used as a smoking room, 
. Each will be panelled to the height of 9 feet 
e there will run a dee 

enriched cornice. The pilasters 
square columns supporting the centre part of each 


Behind these rooms towards Bell-yard in the new part will be | 

6 aesistant secretary's office, 18 feet by 11 feet 6 inches, and 

what was the old club drawing room will be the secretary's room, 4 

much-needed addition, for the secre i 
for many years. club smoking room at the corner | 
and Bell-yard will be the committee clerks’ room. | 
e4 to the Bell-yard side | 
will be the cashier’s office, 


laster freize 


has existed before), and rooms for the assistant secretary’s clerks and 
for the Discipline Committee clerks. 

It will thus be seen that the whole of the offices used by the public 
will be on the Bell-yard side facing the Law Courts and nearer 
Lincoln’s-inn and the Temple than the present entrance in Chancery- 
lane. The present general office in the south wing is to be 
metamorphosed into the Council committee room and the Council 
luncheon room, and the cashier's office will form an ante-room where 
witnesses may wait in connection with the Discipline Committee, 
The Council room is to remain as it is, whilst the present assistant 
secretary’s room adjoining will be used as a cloak-room for the 
Council. The conference room in the north wing will remain as at 

resent. 

. The addition will also give opportunity for a staircase leading from 
the entrance hall to the common room. This is a fine feature of the 
building, covering a space of thirty feet square. It will have a centre 
flight about ten feet in width, branching right and left from the half 
landing, with flights about seven feet in width to the common room and 
library respectively. The staircase, including the balustrade, will be 
of Portland stone, and eight columns, with Doric capitals, will 

the roof. It will be lighted from the top, and also by a window 
reaching from the half landing to the roof. 

In the attic storey it isintended to construct “‘ overflow ” rooms for 
the convenience of the increasing numbers of candidates for the pro- 
fession, the existing examination hall not being sufficient for the 
purpose for which it is intended, and here the ten feet or twelve feet of 
set-back comes intoservice, that portion covering the outer fringe of the 
room set apart for the examiners and their assistants, whilst the more 
om | centre, which is lighted by a clerestory on its four sides, is occu- 

ied by the candidates. It is also in contemplation to place the 
Kitchens necessary for the provision of refreshments on this floor, 
These will be lined entirely in white glazed tiles, and fitted with 
every improvement, 

Altogether, when the additions are completed, the members will 
possess a building of which the solicitor branch of the profession may 
well be proud. 








REVIEWS. 
COMPANY LAW. 


Company Law: A PracricAL HanpBook ¥OR LAWYERS AND 
Business MEN. WITH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING THE COMPANIES 
Acts, 1862 To 1900, anD Ruzs, &0, By Francis BEAUFORT 
PatMER, Barrister-at-Law. FourtH Epirion. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

This work is now well known as a very convenient epitome of the 
law, and cases ing on the formation and management of 
companies—an epitome at the same time which is not too condensed 
to give a great amount of detailed information. The present 
edition includes references to the latest authorities, and Mr. Palmer 
quotes, for instance, so recent a decision as that of Bigham, J., last 
May in Edelstein v. Schuler & Co. (60 W. R, 493) in support of the 
principle established in Bechuanaland Exploration Co. v. London 
Trading Bank (1898, 2 Q. B. 658), of which he has been a strenuous 
advocate, that debentures to bearer are negotiable instruments, 
As particular instances of the practical nature of the book we may 





The floor | 


) *he | refer to the explanation in chapter 32 of the various clauses usually 
would, of course, be decorated in keeping, | inserted in debentures, and to the concluding chapter, in which the 


leading decisions on company law are shortly s In the 
chapter on underwriting attention is, of course, directed to the 
provisions of the Companies Act, 1900, with respect to payment of 
underwriting commissions, and Mr. Palmer accepts without demur 
the Court of A in Burrows v. Matabele Gold 


Reefs (49 W. BR. 500; 1901, 2 Ch. 23), that the effect of the Act was 


There will be two of to render it unlawful to remunerate an underwriter by giving him an 
— for — This — of re ar pies pg ers 
- t decisi t r . er 
t of 16 feet » gah Nmanges il be: — wer met oy ecision of the House of Lordsin Hi 





MAGISTRATES’ LAW. 


| Tux Pracrice oy MaGIsTRATEs’ CoURTS, INCLUDING THE PRACTICE 


UNDER THE SUMMARY JURISDICTION Acts, 1848, 1879, 1881, 1884, 
1895, 1699, THE INDICTABLE OFFENCES AUT, 1848, THE QUARTER 
Syssions ProcepukEe Act, 1849, AND THE REFYORMATORY AND 
InpvusTRIAL Scuoois Acts, 1866, 1872, 1880, 1893, 1894, AND 
1899; ruz Yoururut Orvenprers’ Acr, 1901; THe ORIMINAL 
AND Civin Pracricg oy QuARrTER Sessions, APPEALS, AND OTHER 
PRocEEDINGS IN RELATION 0 CONVICTIONS AND ORDERS IN 
Courts oy SumMMARY JURISDICTION; WITH AN APPENDIX OF 
Sratures, Forme, &, By Tuomas Wituiam Saunpens, Esq,, 
Metropolitan Police Magistrate. Sixru Epition. By B&. 
Sreruzyson and J. Howanp Lawpsay, Bearristers-at-Law. 
Horace Cox. 


The first edition of this work was published in 1866, and the fifth 





Seed 


Aug. 16, 1902. 


in 1882, so that a period of twenty has elapsed since the last 
edition first saw the light. Many who were once in the habit of using 
the late Mr. Saunders’ excellent work will be glad to have again a 
copy which is te date and so of service in practice. This book is 
not amere work of reference, nor a collection of statutes with notes. 
It is a clear and well-written treatise on the practice of magistrates’ 
courts. It is claimed for it by the present editors, in their preface to 
this edition, that it may be read wi year tee rons foow | 
justice, whether layman or lawyer. This claim seems to be 
founded. The book does not profess to deal with the law as to 
matters which come before justices, but only with the practice. 
The practice, however, is fully described both as to summary 
convictions and orders and also as to indictable offences; and the 
book may be taken as a guide by the practitioner with every confi- 
dence. The plan of the original work has not been materiall 
altered. It has, however, been edited with care and discretion an 
is brought well up to date. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. 


AccIDENTS TO WORKMEN: BEING A TREATISE ON THE EMPLOYERS’ 
Liapiniry Act, LorpD CAMPBELL’s ACTS, THE WORKMEN’S Com- 
PENSATION ACTS, AND MATTERS RELATING THERETO. SECOND 
Epir1on. By R. M. Minton-SEnHOUvUSE, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet 
& Maxwell, 

This is a very full and complete work on the Acts with which it deals, 
andis a long way in advance of the previous edition. The law treated 
of being statute law, is better dealt with by the careful annotation of 
the Acts section by section than by chapters on separate subjects, 
which was the method formerly adopted oy the author. Beside the 
statute law there is an abundance of case law on the subject, and this 
is to be found in the notes. The statutory rules and various official 
— and memoranda are set out in appendices and will be found 
use 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 

Principles of the Law of Contract. By the late S. Martin 
LEAKE, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. By A. E. RANDALL, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). Price 32s. 

The Law Magazine and Review: a Quarterly Review of Juris- 
prudence. Vol. XXVII. August, 1902. Published for the Pro- 
prietors at the Offices of the Law Journal. 

American Law Review. July—August, 1902. Editors: Szymour 
2 Tompson, St. Louis; LEonARD A. JONES, Boston. Reeves & 
‘urner. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
SERVICE UNDER R, S. C., ORD. 67, R. 2. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 

Sir,—It will somewhat surprise the profession to learn that 
documents are sufficiently served under ord. 67, r. 2, if sent by post. 
This was so held by Master Lord Dunboyne in The Caxton Publishing 
Co. v. Brangwin on the 25th of July last, and affirmed by Mr. 
Justice Bucknill on the 29th. Leave to appeal was refused. 
Furthermore, the plaintiffs were put to about £20 costs for not 
accepting what hitherto been an irregularity. 

J. Brockerr SORRELL, JUN. 

3, Fenchurch-buildings, London, E.C., Aug. 11. 


R. S. C., ORD. 30, R. 1. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


, Sir,—A discussion of the meaning of R. 8, O. will interest no one 
in holiday time, so I will te very brief. 

The oo. question raised was, does this order apply to actions 
commenced by originating summonses and specially indorsed writ. 
You thought not, ante, p. 642. 

I ventured to think that the application of the order was in these 
cases permissive. 

In your article ante, p. 697, you say: ‘ In short the specific exclusion 
from the operation of order 30 of certain kinds of action has evidently 
been made in order to leave such actions to be worked out under their 
special rules, and such exclusion is not weakened because a saving clause 
has been added allowing the powers under that order to be applied to 
such actions where circumstances render the special rules prescribed 





ineffective,” and, says your correspondent, at p. 699, ‘an exception | 


is no less an exception because under certain conditions it ceases to be 
exceptional,” 

‘rom these extracts it appears that there is a ‘‘ saving clause” 
which, when certain ‘‘ ciroumstances ”’ or ‘‘ certain conditions ” exist, 
makes the ——- in the rood of rule 1 (@) “cease to be 
exceptional,” and then a summons for directions may be issued by any 
party. And this is precisely my contention. 
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What the “intention” of the rule is, or how far accurate your 
“ prediction” and that of your correspondent as to what will 
happen if and when persons attempt to avail themselves of this 
obviously unconditional permission, I know not, but I agree with the 
latter that the rule ‘‘ speaks for itself” ** Davus.” 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


HOARE & CO. (LIM.) v. METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF LEWISHAM. 
No. 1. 8th August. 


CorporaTionN—SezaL—AGREEMENT Nor Unpsr Srat— Acqcrescence— 
Merropotis—Marntarninc §1GN-post—RemovaL—MetRropotis 
Manacement Act, 1817 (57 Geo. III. c. xxrx.), s. 80—Msrrorotis 
Manacemenr Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vicr. c. 120), s. 144. 


Appeal by the local authority from a judgment entered in favour of the 
laintiffs on a trial before Lawrance, J., without a jury. The action was 
rought by brewers for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 

removing & rout nese standing in the roadway close to the Marquis of 
Salisbury Hotel (formerly called the “Lion and Lamb’’) in the High- 
street, Lewisham, or in the alternative for a declaration that they were 
entitled on its removal from its present tion to erect it on some con- 
venient spot in front of the hotel. The defendants were the euccessors of 
the Lewisham Board of Works, and as such the streets and highways of 
the district were vested in them. Before 1899 the whole of the frontage 
owned by the agen was occupied by the “‘ Lion and Lamb’”’ public- 
house and stables, but in that year the brewers rebuilt the house and only 
about half the old frontage was occupied by the new premises, the rest of 
the site being used for the erection of two shops. In front of the “ Lion and 
Lamb ’’ wasa piece of ground called a “‘ draw-up ” on which stood a trough 
used for wa horses calling at the “ Lion and Lamb” and a sign- 
stoodneartothe trough. The draw-up was open to the street and was di 

from the road by a channel only, otherwise it was possible for anyone to 
use it. When the public-house was rebuilt, the brewers offered to ve the 
site on which the sign- and trough stood to the defendants, as the road* 
ony nee at this point, and they made the offer subject to 
1 g to themselves right to move the sign- nearer to the new 
premises. The defendants verbally agreed to and the road was 
widened and the sign-post erected a the public-house on the edge 
of the pavement. After all this been done the defendants informed 
the brewers that the sign-post was an obstruction to the footway and 
ordered its removal. The present action was then brought by the brewers, 
Lawrance, J., held that the verbal agreement was binding. It could not 
be contended that a private owner of land dedicating it to the public might 
not annex to his dedication a stipulation such as the tiffs had made— 
in this case to remove and erect in some more con’ t position the - 
post upon another part of the land thus dedicated to the public. s 
pear Yee na pre to the declaration they claimed in the alternative, 
and he accordingly granted the declaration asked for with costs. The 





without having actually ratified it, 20 as to be bound the stipulation. 
Further, that even if the contract was not void under the te of Frauds, 


it nevertheless could not be enforced against them, becauce it was wlire 
vires on their to enter into an agreement with the landowner as 
of a scheme for widening the road that he should be permitted to 
what in fact was an obstruction on the public footway. For 
it was contended that by Michael Angelo Taylor's Act and subsequent 
Local Management Acts power was given to a local au 
such a compromise as constituted the contract which the defendants 
desired to have declared null and void as witra vires. 

Tue Covrr dismissed the appeal. 

Coxuins, M.R., said Lawrance, J., had found as a fact that, 

ition of the draw-up and the manner in which it was used, it never 
| seme peachy $e way, and was never dedicated to the public until 
so dedicated by the The 


3. that 

of the ent which was beneficial to themselves, but they said that 
they had no power to sanction the -post being erected . 
The finding of fact by the lear 
appeal pe der ap rome tet a ge = oT - 
was no evidence to support — opinion failed 
do so. Then the defendan’ such a bees void as 





condition upon which they 
valuable offer made them by the plaintiffs. 
Maruew and Cosnns-Harpy, L.JJ., gave judgment to 
| Counsen, Matéinsen, K.C., and 4. H. ; deery 
| H. M. Sturges. Sourrcrrons, W. W. Young ¢ Sen ; Sandiiands 
(Reported by Ensxtxe Rerp, Beq., Barrister-at-Lay,) 
Re FORD, FORD v, FORD. No. 2. Teh August. 
Apwurnistration—Lvorgrativs Wiit—Inrestracy—Apvancas to OntLoren 
—Horenror—Srarurs or Drarameurrons (22 & 23 Carn. 2, c. 10), s. 5— 
1 Wiz, 4 o. 40, 
This a from a decision of Buckley, J. (reported 50 W. R. 90), rai ed 
ry cpation of the, Gonbete of Distibations, R 
Ford, who died in 1900, by his will, made in 1848, gave the whole of 
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to his wife absolutely, and appointed her his sole executrix. She 

in 1892, before her husband, and thus the gift to her failed. After 

his death letters of administration to his estate, with the will annexed, 
were granted to two of his sons. He left seven children, and to some of 
them he had made advances in his lifetime The question then arose 
whether section 5 of the Statute of Distributions, the father having, 
though he had made a will, in effect died intestate, because his will, in the 
events which had happened, had no operation at all. Section 5 provides 
that in the case of intestacy advances made by the intestate to his children 
uring his life shall in the distribution of his estate be brought into hotch- 
pot. It was contended, on behalf of children to whom advances had been 
made, that the statute applied only to a case of absolute intestacy—that 
is, a case in which no will had been executed Buckley, J., held that 
the statute applied. The children to whom advances had been made 


Oovrr (Vavenan Wiittams, Romer, and Marnew, L.JJ ) dismissed 


Vavenan Wiis, L.J., said that in the result there was no one in 
whoee favour the will could operate—no one who could take beneficially 
under it. It was not true to say that this man had not died intestate. 
Therefore the Statute of Distributions applied. 

Romer and Maruew, LJJ., concurred.—Covnss1, Terrell, K C., and 
J.G. Wood ; Astbury, K C., and Gatey; Ingpen, K C , and Brodie Cooper. 
py ern Douglas Ford $ Co ; Roweliffes, Rawle, & Co ; Carr, Scott, Smith, 

orringe. 
{Reported by J. L Sriatixc, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


GLAMORGAN COAL CO. (LIM.) AND OTHERS +. THE sOUTH 
WALES MINERS’ FEDERATION AND OTHERS Bigham, J. 22nd-26th 
June ; 7th August. 


Trape Unton—Contzact or Service—Inpvotnc ServANT 10 BREAK 
Comrract—Matice Essentiat to ILLEGALITY OF ACTION. 


This was an action tried before Bigham, J., sitting by consent without 
a jury. The intiffs were the Glamorgan Coal Oo. and seventy- 
three other companies and colliery owners, members of the South 
Wales Coal Owners’ Association, and the defendants were the executive 
“enatifie cough ae of My Bs on Miners Federation, and the 

se recover , laid at nearly £100,000, on the ground 
that the defendants or their agents had maliciously or wrongfully iGtee d 
the miners in the plaintiffs’ employ to commit a breach of their contract 
under the sliding scale ent. The plaintiffs further asked for an 
injunction restraining the defendants from committing similar acts in the 
future, and a declaration that the property and funds of the federation were 
liable for such costs and damages as were awarded in the present action. The 
fact that the workmen had broken their contract of service was not denied by 
the defendants, but they did deny that they had induced them to do so. 
In the alternative they esid that if their servants had induced the miners 
to commit the breach complained of, they had done so as the men’s repre- 
sentatives on the slicing scale joint committee, and that their object ia 
the stop days was to keep up prices, which would be to the 
of the employer and workmen alike, without any intention to 
plaintiffs. They also contended that the federation per se 
be guilty of the acts alleged against it, and therefore could 
in the action, and that the acts of the men’s representatives on 
scale joint committee were not in law w: , and were 
The arguments were concluded on the 26th of July, when judg- 
was reserved until 7:h of August. 

Bicuax, J., after dealing with the formation of the sliding scale 
committee, and going into the conditions of the coal market which 
resuted in a stop day being ordered by the defendants on the 9:h of 
November, 1900, said: No notice was given to the masters, but the council 
of the federation aezured the colliery proprietors that their action was 
only sgains: the midd'emen, whose action it was feared would lower the 
price o1 coal. The masters accepted the explanation. The following year, 
Bowever, tacre were meetings of the executive council of the federation 

which the question of stop days was discussed. It was thought in face 

the decision in the Taf’ Vale case that some other body than the federa- 
the stop. The meeting then dissolved, and by some 
men’s half of the sliding scale committee proceeded to 
and 26th of October, 1901. Thereupon they issued 
telegrams w sent t the whole of South 
manifesto and of sending out the 

-~ of ine ee . 

purpose the stop days 

the district. Subsequently two an 

one for the let of October and one for the 6th of 
also declared at meetings of what was called the 
liding scale committee ; but, as before, com- 
dietributed by means of the organization of 

cost was defrayed out of the federation funds. 


§ 
E 


that 

contracte with their masters. It was argued on 
federation that they, the federation, could not be 
the consequences of 


: 


in the matter, as ap 


on the Miding scale is made to 
directing these stop days, but I cannot doubt that the 
guided and controlled by the federation iteelf. In truth, it 


th 


was the federation who were acting, the name of the sliding ecale 
pera mg etl gy Be Bgg § blind, to conceal 
what was bemg done. I have to decide, in these circumstances, whether 
an action in tort will lie against the defendants. The advice and guidance 
of the defendants was solicited, and involved, if followed, as the defendants 
knew, the breaking of subsisting contracts. It was followed, as the 
defendants wished it should be ; and damage resulted to the masters ; but 
there was no malicious intention to cause injury, no profit was gained for 
themselves by the defendants, and their sole object was to benefit the men, 
whom they were advising and directing. These circumstances, in my 
—, disclose no cause of action. In all the cases cited to me, where 
e action has been for damages for procuring the breach of contract, the 
element of actual malice—that is to say, a real intention to harm the 
laintiff—has been regarded as essential. In Lumley v. Gye (1 W. BR 432, 
X. & B. 216) the allegation was that the defendant ‘‘ maliciously pro- 
cured the servant to break her contract,” and the judgment rests on the 
malice so imputed to the defendant. Lord Macnaghten in Quinn v. Leathem 
(50 W. R. 139, 1901, A. O., at p. 510) speaking of the decision in Lum 
v. Gye, says: ‘ ing for myself, I have no hesitation in saying that 
think the decision was right, not on the ground of malicious intention—that 
was not, I think, the gist of the action—but on the ground that a violation 
of legal right committed knowingly is a cause of action, and that it isa 
violation of legal right to interfere with contractural relations recognized 
by law, if there be no sufficient justification for the interference.”’ If this 
is the true rule, as it appears to me it may be, then in order to get a cause 
of action there must be an interference without sufficient justification ; in 
other words, if from all the circumstances it appears that the interference 
was justified, the cause of action does not exist. Inthe Mogu/ case, when it 
was brought before the Court of Appeal (87 W. BR. 756, 23 Q. B. D, 
. 598), Bowen, L J., put the case in very much the same way. He says 
S. 613), ‘‘ Intentionally to do that which is calculated in the ordinary 
course of events to damage, and which does, in fact, damage, another in 
that other person’s property or trade is actionable, if done without just 
cause or excuse;” and at p. 614 he says, ‘“‘ The intentional procurement 
of a violation of individual rights, contractual or other, assuming always 
that there is no en cates for ey forbidden.” a hy seems that the 
mere procurement of a breach of contractual ts not necessarily 
actionable; and that it will not be sotionables it appears to have 
been sufficiently justified (per Lord Macnaghten), or if it appears 
to have been done with just cause or excuse (per Bowen, LJ.). 
But such legal justification would not exist when the act was merely done 
with the intention of causing temporal harm, without reference to one’s 
own lawful gain, or the lawful enjoyment of one’s own rights. The good 
sense of the tribunal, which had to decide, would have to analyze the 
circumstances, and to discover on which side of the line each case fell. But 
if the real object were to enjoy what was one’s own, or to acquire for one’s 
self, some advantage in one’s property or trade, or what was done was 
done honestly, peaceably, and without any of the illegal acts above 
referred to, it could not, in my opinion, properly be said that it was 
done without just cause or excuse. In tne present case I find 
that the federation and all the other defendants acted honestly, and 
without any malice, and in ordering the stop days did no more than that 
which they conceived to be in the best interest of the men whom they 
represented, and for whom they were acting ; and I find, moreover, they 
had lawful justification or excuse for what they did in this, that having 
been solicited by the men to advise and them on the question of stop 
days it was their duty and their right to the advice, and to do what 
might be to secure that their advice should be followed. Judg- 
ment must be efore for the defendants, with costs, except those 
incurred through the contention of the defendant federation that they 
were not liable for the acts in Uctober and November, 1901. Judgment 
for defendants accordingly. Stay of execution granted.—OounszL, Sir £. 
Clarke, K.C., B. F. Williams, K.O., Montague Lush, K.O., and Trevor Lewis; 
Rufus Isaaes, K.C., and Holman Gregory ; 8. T. Evans, K.C., and Bailhache. 
Soricrrons, Bell, Brodrick, § Gray, for C. § W. Kenshole, Aberdare; Riddell 
& Co , for Walter Morgan, Bruce, § Nicholas, Pontypridd. 
[Reported by C. G. Witseanam, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 


Aug. 8.—Frepericx Ooxzerr. 

oa 8.—Ricnazp Wiiu1am Wo.rey Hurry, West Bromwich and 
udley. 
Aug. 8.—Epwr Tuomas Lascerizs. 
Aug. 8.—Rozert Haupivo Mitwanp, 41, Waterloo-street, Birmingham, 
Aug. 8.—James River, 6, ye ey Leeds. 
Aug. 8.—Rosert Tuansvut, 6, Great Tower-street, London. 











| 


The Lord Chancellor has transferred his Honour Judge Smyly from the 


the men stayed away from work on the four | County Court of Lerbystire to the County Court of Bow and Shoreditch. 


In a recent bar examination in ove of the western states, says a corres- 


held | pondent of the Central Law Journal, the class of candidates was being 
days, for the reason that the | examined orally by the examinrs, and a somewhat youthful-looking 

peared by | applicant was on the rack. ‘‘ Give me the rule in Shelley's case,” said the 
I do not, however, think this | dignified questioner, rather austerely. The young man looked somewhat 
It is true that the hand of the working | dazed but bravely made a drive at the mark. * 


erule in Shelley’s case,” 
he said, ‘is the same as in every man’s case, ‘The law is no 
rp tear of persons.’’’ [It is interesting to find that this rather ancient 
o ut ’’ has taken root in America. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE BOARD OF EDUCATION ACT, 1899. 


At the Court at Buckingham Pulace, the 11th day of sna, 1902. 

Present, the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas by section two of the Board of Education Act, 1899, it is lawful 
for His Majesty in Council, subject to the provisions of that section, from 
time to time, to transfer to the Board of Education any of the powers of 


the Charity Commissioners in matters appearing to His Majesty to relate | w;j 


to education, and the Order may make such provision as ap} 
for applying to the exercise of those powers ‘by the 
the enactments relating to the Charity Commissioners : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy 
Council, and by virtue of the authority committed to Him by the Board 
of Education Act, 1899, and of all other powers enabling Him in that 
behalf, is pleased ‘to order and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

1. All powers (except the powers of appointing the Official Trustees of 
Charitable Funds, oa of making orders for —~ or transferring lands 
or funds, in, to, or from the Official Trustee of Charity Lands or the 
Official Trustees of Charitable Funds) conferred on the Charity Com- 
missioners and their officers (except the said Official Trustees), by 

(a) the enactments specified in the Schedule hereto, or any order, 
scheme, rule, regulation, form, or other instrument made under any of 
them; and 

(6) any other enactment, charter, deed, will, order, scheme, rule, 
regulation, form, or other instrument, 
shall, so far as those powers relate to endowments held solely for 
educational purposes, and so far as they have not been transferred to the 
Board of Education, be transferred to that Board. 

2. (1) For the purpose of the transfer effected by this order, — 

(a) In all enactments and instruments, provisions relating to the powers 
transferred shall be construed as if references to the Charity Commisrion- 
ers and their officers, except the said Official Trustees, were references to 
the Board of Education and their officers, and shall have effect as if every- 
thing required to be done to, by, or in relation to the Oharity Commission- 
ers and their officers, except the said Official Trustees, were required to be 
done to, by, or in relation to the Board of Education and their officers. 

(6) The report required by section sixteen of the Endowed Schools Act, 
1873, to be made to the Committee of Council on Education shall be made 
to His Majesty the King. 

(2.) Where the Charity Commissioners, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred on them by the Charitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to i04, or the 
Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, determine, by scheme or otherwise. 
in respect of any endowment held partly for pon renee RA s and 
partly for other purposes, what part of the endowment is h or educa- 
tional purposes, that part shall, for the purposes of this Order, be treated 
as an educational endowment held solely for educational purposes. 

3. This Order shall come into operation on the first day of October, one 
thousand nine hundred and two, and may be cited as the Board of Educa- 
tion (Powers) Order in Council, 1902, and the Board of Education (Powers) 
Order in Council, 1900, the Board of Education (Powers) Order in Council, 
1901, and this Order may be cited together as the Board of Education 
(Powers) Orders in Council, 1900 to 1902. 

A. W. FirzRoy. 


ars necessary 
of Education 


SCHEDULE. 
¢ 17 Vict. c. 137 
19 Vict, c. 124 
24 Vict. c. 136 
26 Vict. c. 112 
33 Vict. c. 110 
51 Vict. c. 49 
¢ 55 Vict. c. 17 
58 Vict. c. 35 
33 a c. + 
t 87 
C3 
1 


=| The Oharitable Trusts Acts, 1853 to 1894. 


The a Schools Acts, 1869, 1873, and 
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Co Go Co Cr or 


8 Vict. ce. 112 


22 Vict. c. 71 
24 Vict. c. 184 
36 Vict. c. 24 


~, . med and Scientific Institutions Act, 


The Bishope’ Trusts Substitution Act, 1858. 

The Roman Oatholic Charities Act, 1860. 

~~ Trustees Incorporation Act, 

i —— of Worship Sites Amendment 
c 

The betetants and Charitable Uses Act, 1888. 

The Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1891. 

The Mortmain and Charitable Uses Amend- 
ment Act, 1892. 

The Technical and Industrial Institutions 
Act, 1892. 

The Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883 

The Allotments Extension Act, 1882. 


j The Allotments Acts, 1887 and 1890. 


The Municipal Oorporations Act, 1882 
The Municipal Corporations Act, 1883. 
The Public Libraries Act, 1892. 

The Local Government Act, 1894. 

The London Goveroment Act, 1899. 


ceo bo bo 
awn 


46 & 47 Vict. c. 61 
45 & 46 Vict. c. 80 
50 & BL Viet. o. 48 
53 & 54 Vict. c, 65 
45 & 46 Vict. c. 50 
46 & 47 Vict. c. 18 
55 & 56 Vict. o. 53 
56 & 57 Vict. o. 73 
62 & 63 Vict. o, 14 





SUPREME COURT TAXING OFFICE, 


Nortce, 
galas; Momenmam, te Cocaten Sitti iti, il, coe seat st 
e » case in w payment or 

tribution of pense, Ape ong court under any order made on or after the 19th of 
July, 1902, F won upon the taxation of costs, provided that the copy of 
the order, ther with the bills and papers, becarried in on the 16th of 
August, or within seven days of the passing of the order, and will also 
take any urgent King’s Bench case if the bill, papers, and order be lodged 
thin seven days of the ee of the order. 

Macnamara’s Chambers, 


The Vacation T: Office will be Master 
Room No. 230, where all poe Be Bs should be made between 11 a.m, 
1 p.m. 


and 1 
21st July, 1902. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 


A mee of the directors was held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society on Thursday, the 7th inst., Mr. Arthur Toovey in the chair. The 
other directors present were Messrs. Daw, Foes, Pead, and Vallance. A 
sum of £40 was voted in grants of relief; two new members were elected, 
and other general business transacted. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Ohancery-lane, on the 13th inst., Mr. 
Grantham R. Dodd in the chair. The other directors present being 
Messrs. W. F. Blandy (Reading), T. Musgrave Francis (Cam ), 
J. R. B. Gregory, Samuel Harris . Richard Pe 
Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £1, 106 was 
distributed in grants of relief, six new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business transacted. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry Cartes Masor, Attorney-General of Grenada, has been 
rng — Justice of Fiji and Chief Judicial Commissioner for the 
ic 


GENERAL, 


Out in one of the border towns, says an American journal, a case was in 
progress, aud one of the 5 tetany was an Eastern man who was new to the 
country. ‘* Will you —— the jury, your honour?” he asked, after the 
evidence had been submi “Uh, no, I guess not,” replied the j ap. 
**T never charge them anything They don’t know much, anyhow, I 
let ’em have all they can make.”’ 


The following circular has been issued by the Home Office: The 
Licensing Bill has now passed both Houses of Parliament and awaits the 
— Arsent. The Home Secretary wishes to draw the attention of 
tes’ clerks and others Geet ® to 


eeting this 
where the an would, but for the new Act, have been in 
present month or in September, every justice’s licence in force on the 10th 
of October, 1902, shall, on production to Sa ied t Se Beene ee 
and on ent of half the fees which would have been paya' if the 
licence been renewed, remain in force 
unless reviously forfeited or unless the licensee 
disq' ed. In future the general annual 
held within the first fourteen days of February in 


Mr. Akers Douglas, says the Globe, is the on Home 
succession who has not I uli ake — to the 
ment of Sir Matthew White 
there had not been a non-legal 


essentially a place for a lawyer 
po ak oy cheney bis Matthew Vi White Ridley 
le e conn Eo Tar A 
mene 


Home 

was tha’ calle uate Seoou seal 

fears which filled the legal mind have certain 

shall eay that Sir Matthew White Ridley and not be eee | Whe 
snocesafal as, say, Sir William Herccart and Mr. H Matthews 
discharging those duties of the Home Office that relate to the administra 
tion of the criminal law? There is legal talent enough among the per- 
manent officials at the Home Department. 


The question of kleptomania as a defence to a 
says the Central Law Jowrnal, — 2 
recent case of State v. M 
Supreme Court of Iowa held 
kleptomania was a weakening of the will 
leave the poet one powerless to con 

others, and t 
fotment. f ok Seen 


It appears that defendant Pe py 


aa 
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and like offences. It was shewn that he possessed an inordinate desire for 
ing himself of articles of personal property, with no to any 
special value they might have and for many of which he could have no use. 
The court in its ctions, after telling the jury they were to acquit the 
defendant if they found that the acts charged were caused by mental 
disease which dethroned his reason and judgment with respect to those 
acts and inevitably forced him to their commission, added the following : 
** The practical question is whether avarice or insanity was the controlling 
force.”” The court held this latter clause to be error as setting off avarice 
and greed against insanity, as though these qualities indicated a sound 
mental condition. 
The benchers of the Middle Temple entertained at dinner on Friday 
night in last week the Colonial and Indian judges now in London. The 
eets present were the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
rd George Hamilton, M.P., Secretary of State for India, Sir Raymond 
West, K C.LE., Sir Douglas Straight, Sir John Jardine, K.O.LE, Sir 
Jobn W. Carrington, O.M.G., the Hon. Obief Justices Sir Ormond 
Malcolm, H. 8. Wilkinson, W. L. Lewis, H. G. Kelly, P. Crampton 
Smyly, C. P. Layard, and G. Bettesworth Piggott, the Hon. Justices 
E. A. Northcote, R. M. Routledge, J. H. Hood, R. N. Hall, R, F 
Rampini, and Irving, Mr. W. Clark, Mr. A. Hudeon, Mr. A. Bertram, and 
Mr. J. Jardine, K.C. After the usual loyal toasts the chairman (Mr. 
Hopwood, K.O0.) proposed ‘‘ The Colonial Bench and Bar.”’ He said they 
were all proud of what their guests bad done in the country’s service, and 
they were all assured that they would continue to do their utmost to 
support the gd of the name of the British Empire. The other 
toasts were “‘ Bench and Bar of the Empire of India,’’ “‘ The English 
Bench and Bar,’’ and “The Chairman.’”’ The Lord Chancellor, in 
responding to the toast of “‘ The English Bench and Bar,” proposed by 
Sir R. Littler, K.0., remarked that in every country of the Empire, 
whether they had to administer the Mahomedan law or the Roman-Dutch 
law, or wherever they went, there were difficulties of administration, but 
the one thing neceseary for the administration of justice—and an independ- 
ent and learned bar was as important to the community as a learned and 
— judge—was an independent judgment and a determination to 
night. 








THE PROPERTY MART 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Aug. 21.—Mesers H, E. Fostzr & Czaxritxp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIONS: 
To One-fifth of a Trust Fund value £10,000; lady aged 69. Solicitors, Messra. 
Haslam & Co., London 


To £440 L. B. & 8. C. Ry. Stock; lady aged 52. Solicitors, Messrs. Bickle & 
Wilcocks, Piymouth. 

To Three i One-tenth of Estate value £115,009; lady aged 77 and 
eer 54. Solicitors, Messrs. Wansey, Bowen, & Co , London. 

To at Redhill value £770; lady aged Sl. Solicitor, H. Mear, Esq. 


REVERSIONARY INTERESTS in a Trust Estate value £59,000; lives 57, 57, 55 
apd 48. Solicitors, Messrs. Poole & Robinson 


} , London, 
POLICIES for £2,500, £250, £150. Solicitors, Messrs. Langlois & Co., Lmdon, 
Francis A. Joyce, Esq., Newport, LW. eieots 
SHARES in various Companies 
(See advertisemente, this week, back page.) ° 








WINDING UP NOTICES, 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, Aug 8. 
JOINT BTOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrzep ux Cuaxcery. 

Aueios Wager ssp Trxe Works, Louteo—Petn for winding up, p 
directed to be beard Oct ‘ord & Co, 8q, solors for . 
= must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 

Bocxuastzz & Bos, Luarzp—Peta for winding up, ited Aug 6, directed to be heard 
Aug 2). Steavenson & Couldwell, Penchurch for petaers. Noti 
must reach the not 


Lze’s Avveerisisc Acescr, Liurrzp—Peta for 
be beard Aug 20. Miller & Steele, Bt Stephen’s 
must resch the above-named not later 





e at. 
than 6 o’clock im the afternoon of 


ug 19 
Ma:ursecer Warreworxs Co, Linrrep—Crediters are requested, cn or before Bept 20, 
addresses, and their i 


Thomas Te (ieee Malmesbury lous fen Thy 

. © . 80) for lic tor 
Waerat, | Reegens = Lixrrep —Creditors are required, on or before Bept 9, to send 
their names acd and the particulars of their 
Ashmes4, 2, Drapers’ gdns 

London Gauttte.—Trurevar, Aug 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loren 1 Cuaxczsr. 


Azrrucve Brastos & Co, Lixiren—Petn for 
beard 2. Bapbec! & Co. 


Cazoirr azpy Mewrorr Prrwoop Co, Liurren (1s Liquivation)—Creditors are 
on before Bext 24, to send their names and sddresses, and the particulars of 
po ny the Ta a Garlick Flanders, 101, Dock st, Newport, Lyne & Co, Newport, 


er 

Conoret Turatez, Lixrrep—Creditors uized, before Kept 
their memes end sdtsecscs, and the <4. thet 
PA 





Kar Syypicate, Luurep—Creditors are uired, on or before Sept 12, to send their 
ames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 8 8 Kennedy, 7-11, 


Loypoy awp Pretoria Financia Co, Lunrsp—Creditors are sequel on or before 
Sapt 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, 
to George Middleton Kie'l and George Reed. 10, New Broad st 

Mivyerat Orts Corporation, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Seymour Salaman, 8, Bucklersbury. Olarkson & Co, Lime st, solors for the liquidator 

Srevensons Mera Co, Limrrep — for winding SY oy A directed to be 
heard before the Vacation Judge, Aug 20, at 10. Reece & 58, New st, 
Birmingham, solors for the petners Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 19 3 

Tarkwa Main Beer, Limrrep—Peta for winding up. presented Aug 7, directed to be 
heard Aug 20. Adiler & Perowne, 48, Copthall av. Notice of ap; g must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in afternoon of Aug 19 


—— 








Waarnine To Intenpine House Purcuasers ann Lesszzs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short a it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary ements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms apply to The Sanitary Engineering Co. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel : Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fxuivay, Aug. 8. 


AxsuTHNOT, Frzeperick, 34, 8t George’s 1d, London Oct1 Patton v Arbuthnot, Joyce, 
J & Co, 11, Queen Victoria st 

Gypz, Epwi Francis, Stonehouse, Gloucester, Gent 80 Al -General vy Ward 
Stanton, Hooper, Winterbotham, & Croome, By J Upton, Stroud : 


London Gazette,—Tuxspay, Aug, 12. 


Davizs, Witt1am Rosesrt, Dolgelley, Merioneth, Gent 80 Griffith v Davies, Far- 
well, J Davies, Dolgelley aa 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazetie,—Tuxspay, Aug 2. 


Arrock, Frepenicx, Didsbury, nr Manchester Sept 5 Orofton & Co, Manchester 
Baroy, Josiau, Plymouth Aug 29 Jackson, Plymouth : 


| Bropiz, Jouy, Nechells, Birmingham Sept8 Jagger, Birmingham 


Borp, Hzyzretra, Hileote Hall, nr Eccleshall Sept 1 Price, Brecon, Wales 

Cutty, Emicy Mestort, Horsham Septé Smith & Co, Throgmorton av 

Craic, Exvizapetu, Birkenhead Sept5 Pugh, Birkenhead 

De Querreviiie, Ex1za Lupiow, 8t Aubins, Jersey Sept 1 Robbins & Co, Strand 
Beaver. Gzorcz Heyry, Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer Sept 1 Spencer, 


| Frercuer, Ex1, Gt Horton, Bradford, Farmer Sept1 Jacobs & Dixon, Hull 


Caster, Wix.1am, Charles st, Berkeleyeq Aug 3) J & EH Galsworthy, Old Jewry 
rs 


Git, ALrgep Baicos, Leeds, Commission Agent Sept 2? Peckover & Scriven, Leeds 
Hazpixe, Doveras Hamyet, West Dulwich, Merchant Sept 12 Burchell & Co, Victoria 
st, Westminster 


Huwsox, Freperice Wituiam, Westminster Bridge rd, Restaurant Keeper Sept 90 
Dowse, Bedford row 


Humenery, Euma, Prince’s gate, Hyde Park Sept 30 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 
Titisewortu, Samuz., Sheffield Sept 15 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 


Kexyos, Batra, Hurst, nr Ashton under Lyne, Farmer Aug 30 Richards & Hurst, 
Ashton under Lyne 


—— + pd @zoncx, Hove, Solicitor Sept1 Lawrence & Sons, Raymond bldgs, 

‘ay’s 

Lewis, Josern, Chartered Accountant 80 Newey & Son, 
a x Birmingham, Bept y 


| Lows, Exiza, Halifax Aug 20 Dey, Halifax 


Maetix, Cazo.ixe, Upgate, Louth, Lincs Oct 1 Bell & Ingoldby, Louth 
Maw, = Hewny Conse.ivs, Sale, Chester, Physician Sept1 Barber, Ashton under 
ne 


Panxs, Ayn» Manis, Dover Sept 16 Carder, Dover 

Povuvres, Cuagces, Hastings Bept10 Morgan, Hastings 

ScauTtox, Guecgus Patuen, Brightlingsea, Hesex, Miller Sept 16 Goody & Sons, 
Colches 


Suzruenp, Exvizaseru, Rochdale Aug 30 Ohadwick, Rochdale 

Surru, Taomas Susvves, Shalden, Hants Sept18 Kempson, Farnham 

Srvvps, Geoncz Hexzy, Brighton Sept 5 Maskell & Nisbet, John st, Bedford row 

Swain, Manraa, Blackpool Sept 5 Orofton & Co, Manchester 

5 . J Godmanchester, H Shoemaker 19 bun & Sons, 
ats es My unts, Sept unny Ly 


Tuomas, Euriy, Clevedon, Somerset Sept 1 Langworthy, Bristol 

Wanviaw, Joux, Dover st, Piccadilly Septi A & H White, Gt Marlborough st 

Wasuixoros, Atyzep Apaus, Brixton Aug 31 Watson, Finsbury circus 

Warm, Houese Haxnay, Whittington av, Bhipbroker Sept 20 Flux & Oo, Enst 
av 


Westox, Srexces Joux, Egerton cres Sept 17 Trinder & Co, Leadenhall st 

Wittiams, Gwenitias, Merthyr Tydfil Aug 19 Lewis & Jones, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wits, Many Axes, Plymouth Aug 2 Jackson, Plymouth 

Wiame, Zoeuet, Herta, Lene, Stone Merchant Aug 27 Knowles & Thompson, 


Waiour, Eeruss Exizaseru, Ipswich Sept 20 Cobbold & Oo, Ipswich 





r, 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gazetie.—Frivay, Aug. 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aypgrsoy, WILLIAM, fine rd, Camden Town, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet July 15 Ord Aug 5 
Bartzy, Water, Watford, Herts, Builder St Albans 

Pet July 15 Ord Aug 1 
Civil Engineer 


Bspsox, JosErH Puiuir, Hyde, Chester, 
Ashton under Lyne Pet July 18 Ord Aug 6 
uscemest — a Rookley, lof W Newport Pet July 
ug 
Brows, ARTHUR rem, Sos st, Solder Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Aug? Ord Aug 2 
ae, fone, ee Oe, oo ag Frait Salesman Coven- 


try Au 

Bosasy, J i? i Hlahop' = Cast, Salop, Grocer Leominster 
ug 

cant noua, Barnsley, Grocer Barnsley Pet Aug 5 


CanTwericHt, Henry, Branton Green, nr Gt Ouseb 
Yorks, Farmer York snatcla. ttn Ord Aug 2 
Cuaruax, Wittiam, Mansfield General Dealer 
N ham Pet Aug 1 Ord Aug 1 
Agent 


Oxrements, Gzorce OC.iarke, Exeter, 
Exeter Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug5 

CoLE, mrt Rochester, Baker Rochester Pet Aug 5 

ug 

Corz, Grorcx, Lianelly, Shoemaker Carmarthen Pet 
Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

om, bar 9 ane, Derby, Builder Derby Pet July 

Crea, ‘Sewaae teases Streatley rd, Kilburn High Court 
Bet Augé Ord Aug6. 


Da Costa, Lewis Alee, ~¥~ zr] Bow, Commission 
High Court Pet Jul ang ¢ 
Se oneer ton Pet 


p— ~¥ Bury, 

0 

me... Bt, Caister on Sea, + med Carpenter 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 te 

Ginson, Tomas CHARLEs, ya pa Kent, Farmer 
Maidstone Pet Aug5 Ord Aug5 

Gise., Franz, toes 2, er High Court 

Go re E nm jaa Lita h Florist Brigh’ 
FF, Epmunp Simpson, lehampton, B ton 
Pet June 20 Ord July - 

Gurtox, Franx. Hornse a, ee Dealer High 
Court Pet July 12 {2 Ora Aug 

Harrison, FReperick, Bate ,_ Bath Pet 

Aug2 Ord Aug 2 
_——" = Rozert, Newcastle on ae Clothier 
= Pet Augé6 Ord A 

=... 5 'HOMAS, ——- Sanchowner Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Aug2 Ord Aug? 

Hootey, Onaries, and Artuur Hoo.ey, amen, 
Tobacconists Manchester Pet Aug 1 Ord A 

Hortox, Witttam Henry, Handsworth, Wad Deiver 
Bpmingham Pet July ot Ord July 31 

Kearrton, WiLL14mM SHaw, Berwick upon yer Quarry 
Master High Court Pet July 30 Ord A 

LavercomBm, CHaries, Askew rd, Shephont's Lesa 
Harness ae ee Pet Aug 6 gy 

am, CuaBLorTts Mary, Blesheim 

High Court Pet July 31 Ord Je o_o 
mame Atcrryon Epwakp, onglandudno, 


Manager Bangor Pet Aug 2 
ay Wirasen, Oopthall ay, gy A Promoter 
High Co Pet Marc! Ord July 30 


Mork, p Bese Pzaxce, Swindon Swindon Pet Aug 6 
Ord Aug 6 


Monzzis, , Tomas or = ee Bristol, 
Pho pher Bristol Pet Av Ord A 

NewrToy, Cuaries, Newmarket, onger ge 
Pet Aug 1 Ord Aug t 

— — — Ashbarton, Devon, Miller Exeter Pet 
Aug 5 ug 5 

Norratt, Mary A; Bolton, Spinster Bolton Pet 
July 16 Ord A’ 

Pacs, Jonw _ nm he Doncaster, Licensed Victualler 
Sheffield Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Panes, 2 James R, Barues Wandsworth Pet Juneé Ord 


Pastry Deion JAMES, Fat Greengrocer Dewsbury 
Aug5 Ord aug 5 

femme Bona Ventuaa, pean. Ice Cream Maker 
Halifax Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 

Perer & Evaws, Brixton rd, Drapers High Court Pet 
July 18 Ord Augé 

PHILLIPs, yr Battersea fe, Cagham, Victualler High 

Court —» *y Ord Aug 6 

ony — Adelphi High Court Pet July 16 


Roninsoy, «Sell Grunwi.t, Halifax, Draper Halifax 
Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 5 


Romana = HARD, rewsbury, Grocer Shrewsbury 
Pet J Ora Aug 1 

Ry _~ Yoskn, ston sagen Thames Kingston, Surrey 

Tuomas, Jon, pen hy Carmarthens, Farmer Carmar- 
then Pet AugS Ord Aug5 

Tuompson, Exam, Le arwick, Grocer Coventiy 
Pet July 28 Ord Aug 2 
os Witu1am Sanoent, Coventry Coventry Ord 


ug 

TRenvELL, James, ye am Berks, Builder Reading 
Pet July14 Ord A 

Vickery, Frawx Secon bb my ga Watch Maker High 

Court Pet Aug] Ord A 

A Joszrn, Longton, Tats, Clothier Stoke upon 
Trent Pet July 19 Ord July 29 

Wueatiay, Farperick Joux, Harold Wood, Essex, 
Farmer Chelmsford Pet AugS Ord Aug 6 

Wanstan Janus Lp Woreester, L'censed Victualler 
Worcester Ord Aug 2 

Woon, Wins, Sader ae, Glos, Hiackemith Gloucester 


Pet 
7, Heer Wal 
Pet July 19 Dod Aug 6 


Druaga, 





Leather Manufacturer ( 


Aaneniicl netipe epeteted Se , —; Tale 
London Gazette of Aug 


McMezcuan, Samvuxt Jouy, Higher ceatha Salford 
Pet July 29 Ord July 29 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Awyperson, Wittiam King’s rd, Camden Town, Licensed 
Vi Aug 19 at 12 fA plage, < 

BrayBRook. JOHN, Coal Mer- 
chant Aug 15 at 12.30 of ‘a! Bridge st, North- 
ampton 

Brown, ArTHor Avoustus, Hall pl, Paddington, Solder 
Manufacturer Aug 19 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
Bopp, J co ee Aug 20 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey 8! 
Bure, Witu1aM James, Fos, lobe, Aug 16 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 4 = bury 
CanTwaricut, Henry, Branton Green, n: 
Foc, Sepa: Aug 18 at 12.30 Of feo The B 
or 
CorBET?, a Chaddesley 
Aug 15 at 11 Off Rec, 192, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
ny oo ee Beas 
a 
Dawson me Epirn, and pe = ce Dawsoy, 
? School Proprietresses Sept 3 at 10.30 
17, 


igh st, Lewes 
Dransrigip, WILLIAM, aan Auctioneer ag 15 at 3 
Exchange st, Bolton 


19, 
— Annas, Lei oe a= 
a’ 
lands, nt Btrond, Cycle Agent Aug 
Hotel, Stro 
Hookeeller Aug 15 at 12.30 


Coventry 
Lirrix, Wititam Aurrep, Lee, ae Aug 15 at 12 30 


Railway app, London Br 
lene Tres cous — Hull Aug 15 at ll 


Marxwoon, WIA James, Winésor, Merchant 

Aug 18at 12 95, Temple chmbre, av 
McKenzig, Cuartotrs Mary,” Blenheim eres, North 
K , Widow Avg 18 at 230 Bankruptcy 


bidgs, at 

Manrsz, Jou. iachester, Stonemason Aug 19 at3 Off 
Rec, 172, High st, Southampton 

Marsn, Grorce W, an, = — Aug 15 at 11.30 
24, Railway , London B: 

Mites, ALFRED DWARD, Naileworth, Glos, Tobacconist 


Aug 16at12 Off Rec Glouceste 
——_ Lng bg Jou ame Oe MiLwarp, 
mingham, tors Aug 20 at 74, Corporation 
st, Birmiogham 
Mvoaritt, Atrrep, East eg et Beds, — Aug 15 
at12 Off Rec, 


om, Wass — mandate Merchant 
& at ll Rs ” Birmingham 

Nawses, ar Newmarke' — Aug 15 at 11 
xX Bolton, Aug 16 at 103) 19, 


st, Bol 
Parn, Jonny, Cobham, ‘Conch Builder Aug 15 at12 &, 
Railwa: Ca “ron 
ton ry, Drapers Aug 18 at 12 


Perer & 

Repset., Epwix aoe cm, Gravesend, C Corn Merchant Aug 
18 at 11.30 115, High st, Roch: 

Rixe, Witt1am James. Strood, Builder Aug 18 at 11.15 
115, st, Rochester 


Nvrrtatu, RY 


Row axps, Ricuarp, Shrewsbury, Grocer Aug 19 at 11 
Off Ree, 42, St Joh’ ; “= Tne med 
Tizarp, Henry Jonny, Southgate ine 18 at 3 95, 


Temple chm ‘rs, ‘Temple av 

Vickery, Frayx Exnxst, Meg. manny Watchmaker Aug 15 
at12 Bankr bidgs, Carey 

York Painter Aug 15 at 

‘ouse, York 

Watustey, Jouy, Blackburn, Dope 5 re, Aug 15 
at 1030 Off Reo, 14. Chapel st, Prest: 

WEtsu, + Southampton, Brower Aug 18 at 8 
Off Rec 172 High st, Southampton 

Wuaex.er, James Trevor, Worcester, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 19 at =. “5, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Witurams, Mare Jang, Rhyl, Fiint, Coach 
Builder Aug i iS at at 12 Crypt c 6, Eastgate row, 


ester 
Witurams, Sitveste a, Licensed Victualler 
Aug 29 at 10 30 Royal Hi Crewe 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Brown, Pe | Fruit Salesm.n Coventry 


Pet A 
Bussey, Sonn, Bish ie, Salop, Grocer Leominster 
Pet Aug 6 Ord 
“—-; Th Bamnes LC Grocer Barnsley Pet Aug 5 
canrenicnt Hewny, Branton Green, nr G! oye, 


bee Oswatp SILVsSsTE: 
12.80 Off 


s, Farmer York Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 
Cuarman, Wittiam, Mansfield, Notts, General Dealer 
Nottiogham Pet Aug 1 Ord Aug 1 
Ciements, Gronar Cianke, Exeter, Agent 


ter Pet Aug 5 Ord Aug 5 
Core, Be) Rochester, Baker Rochester Pet Aug 5 


Aag 
~~ Tie ae Carmarthen Pet 


Consens Heyay, Corbett, nr Kidderminster 
Kiddermin ter Pet July 28 Ord July st 

Cox, Tuomas Horace, Mickleover, Derby, Builder Derby 
t July 30 Ord & ange 

Cm, eee Josern, Klbura Bigh Court Pet Aug 6 


De ty | panen, Merchant st, For, Commission 
Agent Court Pet July 14 Ord a 6 

Daranerietp, mt1amM, Bury, Auctioneer piten Pet 
Aug 5 Aug 5 


——, Resse, Swett, etee Colchester Pet 
July 9 Ord July 31 





lower Cl Ord Aug 5 
Génen, Franz, Hairdresser High Court 
Pet Augi Ord A 
GREENWOOD, citi, Ow Aut nn 


2 Ord & 
HESSELTINE, ie aia —- $6 Bed Anes 
Clothier Newcastle on Tyne Pet ty ® 


Hopemax, Joszrx Tromas, Lo’ 
Yarmouth Pet Aug? Ord A “pe 
Hooter, Caan and Arrsvs Hootzy, Manchester, 
me - sts Pet Aug i one & 1 
RTON, TLL14mM Hesry. Handsworth, river 
Birr: Pet Jaly “ht Ord July 31 
ce stad tole oa Aug 4° 
wl 
Lxopee. Jons A, Norfolk 8tr Financial 
be ou Pet Mar 22 Aug 6 
= 


Northumberland 
art pee Taly 39 Ord Aug LI 
Lisx, Jonn Waxpo, Northumberland av. Company Pro- 
moter High 


McKewzig, Mary, Blenheim cres, North 
K Court Pet July 31 Ord July $1 

Macwacutex, Atraep Hitt, ate, Merchant Hizh 
Court Pet May 16 Ord A 

Marcrerrs, Atogrnon Epwarp, Liandudno, Hotel 
Manager Bangor Pet Aug 2 *Ord Aug 2 


Aug aug 
Sone eae Asx, Bolton Bolton Pet July 16 Ord 


ug 
Pact. Joun Avstix, Doncaster, Licensed Victualler 
Sheffie'd Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 
Paauia, Gesiiurero, and Frascisca VeRaxt, Porches er rd, 
ate”, Restaurant Keepers High Court Pet July, 


Paster, Josepn James Batley, Yorks, Greengrocer ca 
Pet Aug 6 Ord Auge 


6 
PgRsicHettt, Bows a, Cream Maker 
and Dealer Halifax Pet Aug 2 Ont Avg 3 
Clapham, Victualler High 


Pairs, Joux, Battersea 
Court Pet Augé Ord Aug6 
r, Stomecutter st, Farringdon st, Merchant 

Court Pet May 24 Ora Aug 4 
Bosissox, NATHANIEL Halifax, Draper 
Halifax Pet aug5 Ord Aug 

Rovexs, Owes, Jony Secs — Taomas Roveaxs, 
Confectioners Manchester Pet July is 


Surrey Pet Aug 5 Ord A 5 
Spear, tens Wiuax, and Ove Cuastuyn Jexsey 
—y Bacon Smokers Salford Pet J 


Aug 5 
Taxes, Pierre or a | House Keeper 
Brighton Pet June 25 


Sara, Jounx a te marthen, Farmer Car- 
marthen Pet Aug5 Ord —- 5 

Taowas, Rost, Aston arwick, Baker Birmingham 
Pet July 16 Ord Aug 1 


. Lower James st, Golden eq High. 
Court Pet —_ 8 oa Aug 1 

Vickery, oS , Willesden, Watchmaker High 
Court Aug il 1 Ord Augl 

com ——= ne Oatndeh Auctioneer High Court Pet May 


Gann ae Longton, Staff. ~y Giothier Stoke upon 
Trent PetJuly 19 Ord Aug? 

Wueratiey, yy Joux, Harold Wood, Ersex, Farmer 
Chelmsford Pet Aug 5 Aug 5 

Wuerecer, Jauss 2 ee Worcester, Licensed Victualier 
Worcester was Ord Aug 2 

Witiiass, Manoa =o Fiiats, Coachbuilder 

ug 

Glos, Biac¥smith Gloucester 


an Wituam James, Strood, Keat, 
Pet Aug 1 


ADyUDICAI 

TION ANNULLED. 

Weton, Wiitiam Eayest, Charmouth, Dorset, 
Labourer Dorchester “adjuad Jan 11, 1901 p 

July 11, 1902 


Leadon Gazette, —Tunspar, Aug 12, 


Goal Dealer Scarborough 


(a bad ane — 

‘heauee a 

Beprersix, ac, Landport, Portsmouth 
Pet Aug 5 ia Ane 

Canrea, Samvet, Salem, Oldham, Butcher OMbam Pet 
Jaly Aug 


6 

Caswet, Youn Rowann, Laigh, Lamon, Tailor Balton 

rh ‘a Mibiobroagh, Fish Dealer Midillee- 

brough Pet 4) 7 Ord Aug? 

Conserr, ~J Worcester, Solicitor Worvester 
Pet Aug S$ Ord Aug 8 
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Crow, teh oy hug? Ord Aug? 8q. Hotel Manager High | Horz a Pee Aug 20 at 230 Bankruptcy ST. THOMAS’S HOSPIT AL, S.E., 
nT a ‘est High Court Pet | Horxt {inoxhs, Merthyr Tydfil, Haalier Aug 20 at 12 NEEDS HELP. 


Davuwory, Ricnarp, W der Edge, Glos, Solicitor 
Gloucester Pet July 26 Ord Aug 7 
ouse Keeper 


Eamay, Joszrn, “7 I H 
ae oll Pet J Oid July 30 
eit Ro Farmer Preston 
Miand, Yor, Fried Fish Dealer Halifax 


Eastuau, Gr 
Pet Aug 7 7 Ord A 
Farrar, Frep, 

en a, t Builder High Court Pet 

ii 

Jans Ord ston * 
Fouzy, Jonx, , Brewer Dudley Pet July 21 Ord 
a James, Walworth ri, Licsmsed Victualler Pet 

July Ord Aug 8 


Haworrs, Dayin, eee Clothlooker Burnley Pet 
ug 7 


Aug? Orda 
Henpert, Rey =  —maeppet Bricklayer 
Leicester ug é Ord A 
Hormes, Bexsauix. Keighley, verte, Clog Block Maker 
Pet Aug? Ord Aug 
a _— Fulham High © Court Pet O20 29 Ord 


Hogs, Arruve, Harborne, Staffs, Lauadry Proprietor 
oT a 
cep. Wim, Newpo: 
Mon Pit Ang 7 Ord Aug 7 — 
. Leeds, Tailor’s Cutt-r 


Ixzsox, Jopx Huyny, Hi 
Leeds Pet augé Ord Augé. 
Jonys, ~~ rae] Reading. Architect Reading Pet 
Kipp, Jonx Lxoxarp, Kingston upon Hull Bookkee 
cage Pet Aug 8 3 Ord Augs sit 
a Oldham, Grocer Oldham Pet Aug7 


Mazszatt, eet Wit, yy Hall, Cork 
Kingston upon all Pet Augs Ord 


_—— Deacr Wars, Swindon, Newsagent Swindon 


Pet Aug8 Ord 
— Commission Agent Leicester 
we Ord Aug 
Suaw, Hrsorsr dunce * plackpool, Tailor Preston Pet 
July 21 Ord Aug 
Guam a Great Sutton s‘, Clerkea- 
Se ee oS Oe Pet Aug 8 Ord 


Aug 8 
Swrrz, Dexsis, ey Pr ——™ Cycle Maker 
Bessaere Winissx, Pinning, Notts, Parmer 
v Watrze to Northe apts Coach Builder 


Ne 
“= ast Ipswich Pet 
Wanise, Joux Gzorcz, Small Heath, Birmingham, Piano- 
“Sete Dewar Birmiogham Pet July25 Ord Aug7 
FIRST MEETINGS, 


Of hee, 5, Alber n,Wiadlenbrours Aug 20 at 3 


, Tailor Aug 19 at 3 
ae 
Sieten Wieiiie, Geter’ Aug 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, 


at, 
mye Lanes, Tailor Aug 21 at 
om = sa ug 
G@zuozrcz Exeter, Commission Agent 
circus, Exeter 


a 
Sent 4at 1030 Off Rec, 2, 
Bochester, Baker Aug 25 at 12.15 115, High 


Joux, 
Pet A 


ie 


=, Lianelly,Shoemaker Aug 23 at 11.30 Off 
Bee. 4, Queen st. Cazmarthen 


a Kilburn Aug 22 at 
oe 5 Mon, Biker Aug 19 at 
Caow, Eowszp Surtox, Euston eq. Hetel Manager Aug 

22 at12 Bankruptcy b' Carey st 
Crow, Tuomas, a Aug 2% at 12 
Staffs, Baker Aug 2 at 


Norfolk, Carpenter 
Aug 19 at 11.50 OF Bes, 6, King ot, Norwich 


i Reetant Dilek EO Darker 
Headcorn, Kest, Farmer A 

2 at ii manne ms ” 

Lrazp, Leicester, i, Spee Avg 19 at 


ote tae ae ge, Lciester Avg © at 1200 


ae Aug 2) at 11 20 


11a 
Hevizr Saran Aug 22 at 12 
Breeairisr, Borger, Newcutle on Tyae, Clothier 
cattle on 


Bug 19611 Off Bee, %, Monies et, 
Bara Man, Tenterden, Kent Aug 19 at 12.5) 
Boma Desssenn, Reightoy, Vote, Clogger Aug 19 at 11 
Bower, Manchester, 


ont Azrece Hoower, 
Zebecseniete ‘Aag 0 ot 129 Of Kee, Byrom #, 


185, 

Ixzson, JOHN a lingley, Leeds, Tailors’ Cutter 
Aug 20 at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

JOHNSON, Y 1... Epwarp, Kingston Lg 
Chemist Aug 19 at ll Off Rec, Trinity la, 


Hull 
ag E.izasetTs. Southport, Glass Dealer Aug 28 at 
McMacuax, Save. Joun, Higher Brought m Aug $0 at 
cMacuan, Sauce Jogy, Big roughtm Aug £0 ai 

Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
ean Liandudno, Hotel 


Manxcetts, ALcerNon Epwakrp, 
Manager Aug 19 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, astrats row, 


Ohester 
Monrzis, Pensqune Gaenes James Clifton, Bristol. Photo- 
apher Aug 2) at 1145 Off Rec, 23, Belawin st, 
Nicuoxts. Boszrt, Ashburton, Devon, Miller Sept 4 at 
10 80 Off Rec, 13, Bedford cireus, Exeter 
Pastey, JossPa JAMES, ter, Yorks, Greengrocer Aug 
2iat 3 Rec. Bank chmbrs, 


ee 2 Bowa VENTURA. — Ice Cream Mater 


Aug 20 at 2.30 Off Rec, Townball 
20atit Bankruptcy b dgs, Carey st 
PottarD, Harry E , Adelphi ‘hug 21 21 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey 
Rosgers, Roperr. Carnarvon, Master Mariner Aug 19 at 
12380 Crypt chmbrs, Eastzate row, Chester 
Rosrysox, ee Grunwitt, Halifax, Draper Aug 
Wats pri Fs Townhall brs, 
Tuompson, Bat, Bedwerth, Warwick, Grocer Aug 19 at 
Off Rec, 17, Hertfor; st, Coven 
Tuomas, Jouy, Lisnwinio, Carmarthen, xr Aug 23 at 
Off Rec. 4, Queen st, Carm 
Manor, a: Baker Aug 2i at 
st, Birmin 
ee a - oe eee Taather 3 Manufacturer 
ug 2ia‘t1 y g4, 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Atiax, Jou, Scarboro Coal Dealer Scarborough Pet 
Aug 7 ‘Ord Ang? 
Bar Fae eae By re Herts, Boilder St Albans 
ug 7 
mms. "Tstac, —* Hants, Tailor Portsmouth 
Pet Aug5 Ord Augi 
Brows, JoszpaH, 7 pe Jeweller Birminghim Pet 
July 28 Ord Aug7 
Buckmaster, Witit1am Sanvet, Crawford st, Marylebone, 
a Merchant High Court Pet July26 Ord 
ug 8 
— Jouy — Leigh, Lancs, Tailor Bolton 
Pet Aug7 Ord A 


Coox, WILLI4u, Midditsbrough, en Dealer Middlee- 
brough Pet Aug7 Ord Aug? 
Gee, Soreee SuTTox, od eee? Hotel Manager High 
Crow, Tomas, 5 ay Merchant High Court Pet 
ats = , Scarborough, Green; Scarbo: h 
OSEPH cer ro 
Pet July 30 " Ord July 3) -” on 
Eastuam, Gzoncze, Br 


orks, 
G ri ; ea feet mber Liverpool 
m... ABLES RY, su ver 
Pet AugS Ord Augs 
Hatt, Josuva, Hyde, yn Builder Atht2n under 
Lyne Pet Aug 6 Ord Auz 6 
Hauez, Jouy panne, Radcliffe, nr Bury Bolton Pet 
July 10 Ord aug7 
Hawogrtu, Davin, aed Clothlooker Burnley Pet 
Aug7 Ord Aug7 
Howuzs, Bexsauis, Keighley, } mar Clog Block Maker 
Bradford Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 
Houtz, R Dozax, Cromwell cres igh Court Pet April 


2 Ord Aug8 

Horse, Arnruve, Harborne, Staffs, Laundry Propriztor 
Birmingham Pet Aug 8 Ora Aug 8 

Horo, Wii.14m, Chepsto ~~ Boss Builder Newport, 
Mon Pet aug7 Ord A 

Ixzsos, Jous Hawry, Seadlinaten, Leeds, Tailors’ Cutter 
Leeds Pet Aug 6 Cat ange 

Reading, Architect Reading Pet 


all, Bookkee, 
Hail set aug 8 Ord Aug 8 ” 
BIEB, O) Grocer Oldham Pet Aug7 


ug 7 
Martswoop, Wittiam James, Witdsor, Tobacco Merchant 
Windsor Pet July 9 Ord A 


Maxsuatt, Hezeert Wittisx ington Hu os 
Mancfactarer Kingston ujon all Fe; ang 7} 


Aug 8 

Mences, Dexcr Warsox, Swindon, Newsagent Swindon 
Pet Augs 0:4 aug8 

Mozzis, Fuevezicx ese io Clifton, Photographer 
B Pet aug 6 ~ 


Jouss, Saucer yo 

6 

ie te pars 

L ——- 

ISTER, JAMES 
Ord A’ 


istol 
Pottaep, Hazey Mumaxs, ayy tae High Comt Pet | 


July ‘16 Ord Aug & 


Bosex, Joszru Viviax, Birmingham, paw Factor | 


Pet July6 Ord aug 





J. @ WAINWRIGHT, Treasurer. 


Lieeom .—Clerk eet et Intermediate Certificate) 
veyancing and General Clerkship immedi- 
Seo ae 21, Whimple-street, 








Si stentin 5 (40; stmitted 1883) Seeks 
Situation ; country | fine advocate, good all-round 

District Council, & » Coroners’ Nokia? 
Shortha: a: salary 5 eames care of Mrs. Dickin. 
Braddylls, Ulverston, Lancs, 


SOLICITORS. —A Gentleman wer 

ad Land Agent), sessing a valuable 

daneil am Tater ome! 2 mm ble Solicitor who is 

able to Fioance (on freeholders’ guarantees) on 
Fadl om £2,000 to £5,000; business worth £1,000 
annum; can offer now 150 leases ; bankers’ and o' 





- references ; interview by appointment; no “ Agents” 


invited —Address, ontae, WS Box 660a, * icitors’ 
Journal, 


” 27, Chancery-lane, W.C 


NEXPENSIVE EDUCATION for Sons of 

Gentlemen; 30 eas Lied annum; reduction to 

brothers; vicar EE graduate masters ; excellent 

education ; : arrangements, games, references, &e. ; healthy 

an Heap Master, Schorne College, near 
ow. 








NV PALACE STEAMERS, LTD. 
SEA TRIPS 
from 
OLD SWAN —_ London Bridge, 
by 


Beeae, SOVEREIGN. 
— at 9.20 a.m ; ra ety teeth, Ya.98 
. for MARGATE and TAMSGATE , and 
SOUTHEND (Tuesdays and Fridays), and by 
eee DAIL (Tuesdays and Fridays excepted) at 8.50 
an ys ex at 8, 
.» Train Feachurch: 
SOU A 
we ays—Special Train to Gravesend from Victoria 
at 
USB NDS’ BOAT, KOH-I-NOOR. to MAR- 
GATE on SATURDAYS from OLD SWAN PIER 
at 1.60 pm.; Train Fenchurch-street, 2 “2s 
Return fare to ge London or Fenehurch- 
street. 6s. St. Paucras 64. extra 
LA MARGUERITE, fiom TILBUBY 
BOULOGNE and BACK, calling Mazgate, Mon- 
Trains, Fenchurch-street 


Fenchurch-street at 6.15 am., Bt. 


Pancras 6 
CALATS and. BACK, calling Margate, Thursdays. 
Trains, Fenchurch-street street Station at 7.80 a.m,, St. 
Pancras 7.5 a.m., Victoria 7. 
MARGATE and BACK, pees and Sundays. 
ae Station 


Trains, 9.85 and 9.45 a.m., 
8t. Pancras 9. 
Return Far First Seloon and Third Rail: London and 


Boulogne or Calais, 14s 0d.; Ostend, 14s. éd. 
T. E. BARLOW, Director, 50, King William-street, E.0, 


FAALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, LiMiTED. 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PasuiamentTany Bitis, Minvures oy Evipzxoe, Booxs or 
Rerexzeyce, StaTemexts or Cramm, Answers, &0., &c. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEBWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every desoription of Printing. 





Printers of 7HE mene JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER, 


NORWICH STREET, PETTER LARE, LONDUN, £.C. 








Sxzre.nogx, Sipszy Geoner, Great Setwon st, Clerkenwell 
T Getailer 


fx ty Court Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 
r Dessis, Eidad, ceeneione, Maker 
Piymouth Pet Aug2 Ord 1 


— Bessamixn Wittian, Paine‘, Notts, Farmer 


field Pet Ang’ 01d A 
Tuoxrsox, Eran, Bedworth 
ret duly B Ore avg 
Tizazp, Heszy Fam ae New -—~y~ Assist sant Medics!) 
Yoon ~ 5 ene June 7, Ord Aug 6 
BERALL ae AR pugten, O 
Northamgt.n Pe avg7 Ord Aug7 
ts Nag 6 "tg Ipswich, tiuckemith Ipswich 


aaa Ironmosger High Court 


wae, 





Wiz sin Ure 


Warvick, Grocer Coventry | 


etetan HALL (Baglend’s Home of 


stablished 
Mr, J, NW. MASKELYNE and he Comeeny of Inimitable 
—-S — at 3 and 8, 
The replete with modern miracler. 


mE. A oe ae ane M5 eae Ss best 
balcony in London, 1s. uader 12 half-price. 


r, OOLOGICAL SOCIBTY'S GARDENS, 
£4 Reguat's Doi, ove N DAILY is ~~ 





Children al 26d, Among the recent adits i Backs 
Mountain Gost in full winter dress, conn by 





Suita 
THE 


LEG 


SHE) 


Ovrax 

Tus 
Orn 

Conn 





